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Trinity Churchy Newark, July 14<A, 1852, 

This being the time and place appointed by the Convention 
of the Diocese of N^w Jersey, for an adjourned meeting of 
said Convention, after Morning Prayer by the Rev. Messrs. 
Boggs and Pratt, and the reading of the ante-Communion service 
by the Bishop, assisted by the Rev. Mr. Finch, the Convention 
was called to order by the Bishop. 

The following Lay-deputies, not present at the late annual 
Convention, appeared and took their seats : 

John R. Watson, W. A. Appleby, 

H. B. Wilson, E. M. Jones, 

John W. Law, R. P. Thompson, 

C. C. Stratton. 

The Committee appointed to investigate the charges made 
against the Right Reverend the Bishop of this Diocese, by the 
Bishops of Virginia, Ohio and Maine, then presented their 
Report ; which is subjoined. 

Whereupon it was Resolved^ That the Report of the Com- 
mittee be accepted, and the Committee discharged. 

The Convention then resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole, for the purpose of considering the Report just accepted ; 
when the Bishop called the Rev. Mr. Dunn to the chair. 
. The Committee, after some time spent in discussion, rose, 
and reported the following resolutions to the Convention. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

1. Resolved^ That the result of this investigation, and th«i 
evidence now laid before the Convention, renew and strengthei 
the confidence, heretofore expressed in the integrity of the 



Rev. the Bishop of this Diocese ; and, in our opinion, fully 
exculpate him from any charge of crime, or immorality, made 
against him. 

2. Resolved^ That the Convention of New Jersey has now 
fulfilled the duty, which previous Conventions have felt and 
expressed their readiness to fulfill, of making a full, searching 
and honest inquiry into any allegation against the Bishop, 
when formally brought before it, upon definite charges ; and 
we appeal to the Church at large, to ratify our declaration, 
that this duty has been performed faithfully, and, in the fear 
of God. 

3. RcBolvedy That a Committee of four clergymen and three 
laymen be appointed, by ballot, to lay the Report of the Com- 
mittee, and the accompanying evidence, before the Court ap- 
pointed for the trial of the Bishop : and tliat such Committee 
present a written representation, on behalf of this Convention, 
setting forth its legal and canonical position and rights; and 
earnestly and respectfully urging the Rt. Rev. Bishops, to 
consider, whether, (apart from all abstract questions of power), 
it will be wise, or just, or for the peace of God's Church, to 
proceed further upon the charges laid before them. 

4. B,e%olved^ That the Report and testimony be printed in 
the Journal; and that a copy of the same be transmitted to 
every Bishop of the Church, and to the Standing Committees 
of such dioceses as are without a Bishop, or whose Bishop is 
under disability. 

The question occurring on the passage of the first resolution, 
C. Parker proposed the following amendment : Strike out the 
latter part, as follows "And in our opinion fully exculpate 
him from any charge of crime, or immorality, made against 
him f ' which was lost. 

The first Resolution was then adopted, by yeas and nays, as 
follows; the Bishop declining to vote: 

Fea«, of the Clergy. Rev. Messrs. Dunn, Germain, Finch, 
Stnbbs, Putnam, Lybrand, Boggs, Frost, Phillips, Rankin, 



Bartlett, Southard, Ros^, Pettit, Hyde, Wheeler, Rowland, 
Stickney, E. K, Smith, Goodwin. 20. 

Tea%y of the Laity. St. Mary's Church, Burlington ; Christ, 
New Brunswick ; St. Andrew's, Mount Holly ; Christ, Shrews- 
bury ; St. John's, Spottswood ; St. Peter's, Freehold ; Christ, 
Newton; Trinity, Swedesboro'; St. John's, Salem ; St. Thomas', 
Glassboro' ; St. Paul's, Paterson ; St. Peter's, Morristown ; 
St. Paul's, Camden ; Trinity^ Princeton ; St. Paul's, Rahway ; 
Grace, Newark ; St. Andrew's, Lambertville ; Grace, Jersey 
City ; St. Paul's, Trenton ; Ascension, Gloucester ; House of 
Prayer, Newark. 21. 

JVay«, of the Clergy. Rev. Messrs. Henderson, Starr, Peet, 
Bowden. 4. 

Declined voting. Rev. Mr. Lowell. 1. 

Nay 8^ of the Laity. Trinity, Newark ; Christ, AUentown; 
St. Michael's, Trenton ; St. Matthew's, Jersey City ; Christ, 
Belleville. 5. 

The second resolution was then adopted, by yeas and nays, 
as follows : 

Yea%j of the Clergy. The Rev. Messrs. Dunn, Finch, Ger- 
main, Stubbs, Putnam, Lybrand, Frost, Phillips, Rankin, 
Bartlett, Southard, Pettit, Hyde, Rowland, Stickney, E. K. 
Smith. 16. 

Tea%^ of the Laity. St. John's Church, Elizabethtown ; 
St. Mary's, Burlington ; Christ, New Brunswick ; St. Andrew's, 
Mount Holly ; Christ, Shrewsbury ; St. Peter's, Spottswood ; 
St. Peter's, Freehold ; Christ, Newton ; Trinity, Swedesboro'; 
St. John's, Salem ; St. Thomas', Glassboro ; St. Paul's, Pater- 
son ; St. Peter's, Morristown ; St. Paul's, Camden ; Trinity, 
Princeton ; St. Paul's, Rahway ; Grace, Newark ; St. Andrew's, 
Lambertville ; Grace, Jersey City ; St. Paul's, Trenton ; Ascen- 
sion, Gloucester ; House of Prayer, Newark. 22. 

NayB^ of the Clergy. Rev. Messrs. Starr, Boggs. 2. 

Nay9, of the Laity. Trinity, Newark ; Christ, AUentown ; 
St. Michael's, Trenton ; St. Matthew's, Jersey City ; Christ, 
Belleville. 6. 

Declined to vote. The Rev. Mr. Lowell, 1. 



Divided. St. Peter's, Perth Amboy, 1. 

The third resolation was then adopted, by yeas and nays, as 
follows : 

Yeas^ of the Clergy. Rev. Messrs. Dunn, Finch, Germain, 
Stubbs, Putnam, Lybrand, Frost, Phillips, Rankin, Bartlett, 
Southard, Pettit, Hyde, Rowland, Stickney, E. K. Smith, 
Goodwin. 17. 

Yea%y of the Laity. St. Peter's, Perth Amboy ; St. John's, 
Elizabethtown ; St. Mary's, Burlington ; Christ, New Bruns- 
wick ; St. Andrew's, Mount Holly ; Christ, Shrewsbury ; 
St. Peter's, Spottswood ; Christ, Newton ; St. Thomas', Glass- 
boro' ; St. Paul's, Paterson ; St. Peter's, Morristown ; St. 
Paul's, Camden ; Trinity, Princeton ; St. Paul's, Rahway ; 
Grace, Newark ; Grace, Jersey City ; St. Paul's, Trenton ; 
Ascension, Gloucester ; House of Prayer. 19. 

NaySy of the Clergy. Rev. Messrs. Starr, Peet, Boggs. 3. 

Nays^ of the Laity. Trinity, Newark ; Christ, AUentown ; 
St. Michael's, Trenton ; Trinity, Swedesboro' ; St. John's, 
Salem ; St. Matthew's, Jersey City ; Christ, Belleville. 7. 

Declined voting ^ of the Clergy. The Rev. Mr. Lowell.^1. 

Declined voting^ of the Laity. St. Peter's, Freehold ; St. An- 
drew's, Lambertville. 2. 

The fourth resolution was adopted, without a division. 

On motion, the ballot required by the third resolution was 
dispensed wifeh ; and the following were appointed the Com- 
mittee, under that resolution ; the Rev. Messrs. Southard, Finch, 
Williams and Rankin ; the Hon. D. B. Ryall, the Hon. J. W. 
Miller, and the Hon. E. B. D. Ogden. 

Two thousand copies of the Journal were ordered to be printed. 

After singing the *^ Gloria in Excelsis," and prayer and 
benediction by the Bishop, the Convention adjourned sine die. 

G. W. DOANE, D. D., LL. D., 

ex officio^ President of the Convention. 

Attest : ANDREW BELL PATERSON, Secr'y. 



Heport 



TO THE 



CONVENTION OF THE DIOCESE OF NEW JERSEY; 

Held at Kewark, on the 14th day of July, A. D., 1853, 
punraant to acyoununent. 



The Committee of Lay Members of said Convention, appointed 
on the 27th of May last, at the regular Annual Meeting, «to 
make a full investigation of all the charges" contained << in a 
paper, in the nature of a Presentment," signed by the Rt. Rev. 
Bishops of Virginia, Ohio and Maine, against the Rt. Rev. 
George W. Doane, Bishop of the Diocese, and laid on the Table 
of the said Annual Convention, by said last named Bishop, 
pray leave to report. 

That, as directed by the Resolution of the Convention, they 
proceeded, with diligence, to the discharge of their duties ; and, 
on the evening of the day of their appointment, organized and, 
appointed their first meeting on Wednesday, the 9th of June, 
at 11 o'clock A. M., at Belden's Hotel, in the City of Burling- 
ton, and sent notices to the four Laymen, referred to in the 
said presentment, who had made complaint to the said Bishops ; 
and also to the party accused ; respectfully inviting them to 
attend at said Meeting, with such evidence as they had or 
knew of, touching said charges. 

That, at the time and place named, the Committee met ; and 
written communications were received from the said four Lay- 
men marked. Exhibits 2, 3, 4 & 5 (making part of this Report) : 
Messrs. Caleb Perkins, P. V. Coppuck, and Bennington Gill, 
declining to appear, for the reasons assigned in their respective 
communications ; and the Hon. Wm. Halsted, in his communi- 
cation (Exhibit No. 2.), after certain protestations, desiring to 
know, distinctly, from the Committee, before he made up his 
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mind, as to the course he should pursue, the following facts : 
whether he was noticed as a party or as an attorney of a party 
to the proceedings ; and whether if he attended before the Com- 
mittee, he should be allowed to cross-examine the witnesses, 
produced on the part of Bishop Doate, and to produce witnesses 
against him ; and, in particular, if the evidence on both sides 
would be taken down in writing, and reported to the Conven- 
tion ; and also whether the Committee would seek for them- 
selves, the evidence to sustain or disprove the charges, or if 
they intended to examine those only who should voluntarily 
appear before them, in Burlington : at which time, the Rt. Rev. 
Bishop Doane appeared before the Committee, and tendered 
himself ready to meet and proceed in the investigation. On 
the day of meeting, neither the accusers of the Bishop, nor any 
witnesses to sustain the charges, appearing before the Commit- 
tee, they conceived, they might in justice to the accused, then 
have closed their labors, and reported the case to the Conven- 
tion : that, by the common principles of justice, a day of inves-' 
tigation being assigned, and the parties, accusers and accused^, 
being notified to appear, and present their evidence to sustain 
or rebut the charges made against the Bishop, and he tender- 
ing himself ready to meet the charges, and the accusers declin- 
ing or refusing to be present, for the reasons assigned in their 
respective Communications, the Bishop of this Diocese had a 
right to claim a report in his favor, that he was justly entitled 
to the entire confidence of this Convention, in his purity and 
integrity of character; and that the said charges were untrue, 
unjust and without foundation. 

The Committee, however, to prevent, if possible, all cavil 
and complaint, at great inconvenience to themselves, residing, 
as they do, in difierent parts of the state, adjourned their meet- 
ing to the City Hall in Burlington, (kindly tendered to them 
by the Mayor of said city), until the 14th day of June, at 11 
o'clock A. M.; and, in pursuance of the directions of the Com- 
mittee, their Chairman wrote an answer to the inquiries of the 
Hon. Wm. Halsted, in efiect, that he had been noticed as one 
of the parties, who made the original charges against Bishop 
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Doane, and that if he was connsel for any of the parties inter- 
ested, (of which the Committee were not aware), in that capa- 
city also ; that whether he attended as counsel or party, he 
would be allowed to cross examine the witnesses produced on 
the part of the accused, and to produce witnesses against him, 
if he saw fit ; that the evidence of the witnesses on both sides 
would be taken down in writing, and reported to the Conyen- 
tion; that the Committee intended to notify all persons, so far 
as they could, who were named or referred to in the charges, 
to come forward and give their evidence; and as to whether in 
any event they would seek evidence further, they, the Commit- 
tee, could not then state; and Mr. Halsted, in the same letter, 
was informed and notified of the time and place of the said 
adjourned meeting ; which communication and notice (see Ex- 
hibit No. 6) were sent to Mr. Halsted, and notices to all the 
persons named, and referred to in the said charges, who were 
living, and within reach of the mail. 

That, on the 14th day of June, at the hour and place of ad- 
journment, the Committee met, the Rt. Rev. George W. Doane 
present, and several witnesses summoned by the Committee. 
A second Communication was received from the Hon. William 
Halsted (marked Exhibit No. 13), containing a list of wit- 
nesses ; (No. 14), who, he suggested, if examined by the Com- 
mittee, would shed light on the subject : all of whom, who had 
not been before summoned, whose names and residences could 
be ascertained, the Committee notified to appear before them. 

The Committee, on the 14th, 15th, 16th and 17th days of 
June, proceeded in their investigation, by the examination of 
the witnesses, who appeared before them ; and again adjourned 
to meet at the same place, on the 22nd of June, to examine 
such other witnesses, including those named in the list furnish- 
ed the Committee by Mr. Halsted, as had not already been 
examined, and should appear before the Committee. 

On which last named day, the Committee met, pursuant to 
adjournment; and continued the examination of the witnesses 
on the 22nd, 23d and 24th days of June. 

The Committee received from the following named persons 
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written communications, declining or excusing their attendance, 
and making certain statements ; namely, from the Hon. Horace 
Binney (Exhibit No. 8)— Rev. Alfred Stubbs (No. 9)— Michael 
Hays (No. 10)— John Black (No. 11)— Thomas J. Stryker 
(No. 12)— Wm. Mcllvaine (No. 16)— Rev. J. Chapman (No. 16) 
—Rev. Henry B. Sherman (No. 17). 

The Committee adjourned again, from the evening of the 
24th of June, until the 7th day of July, at 11 o'clock A. M., 
at the same place ; having first sent to the Rev. H. B. Sher- 
man notice of the intended meeting of the Committee on that 
day, and requesting his presence as a witness before them. 

The Committee having again met on the 7th day of July, 
received a communication (Exhibit No. 19), from the Rev. 
H. B. Sherman, declining to appear ; and . also a letter from 
Timothy Abbot, Esq. (Exhibit No. 18). 

The Committee report to the Convention, that all the wit- 
nesses, who have been examined before them, were respectively 
sworn or affirmed, before one of their number, as Master 
in Chancery; they having consented to take the oath or affir- 
mation : and their testimony is reduced to writing, and respec- 
tively signed by them ; their character and standing in society 
being unimpeached and beyond reproach. 

The Committee, being one of investigation on the charges 
preferred against the Bishop of this diocese, report all the evi- 
dence they have taken, to the Convention for their action and 
consideration; and respectfully recommend to the Convention, 
that the same, with the Exhibits, may be read, and published 
to the world, as the best answer to, and commentary on, the 
charges made against the Bishop. 

The Committee, with unanimity, report to the Convention, 
that the effect and result of their investigation on their own 
minds, is an increased confidence in the purity and integrity 
of the Bishop ; and their belief that such will be the effect on 
, the Convention and on the Community, upon the publication 
of this evidence : and, that, having availed themselves of all the 
means of information within their reach, in their search after 
truth, they have arrived at the unanimous conclusion, that 
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none of the Charges against the Bishop have been sustained ; 
but that on the contrary they have been disproved, and are not 
true : that there is no affirmative evidence of his guilt, though 
solicited and sought, from sources where it was said to exist ; 
but strong and satisfactory evidence of his innocence of the 
charges, and of the purity of his character and motives, and 
that there are no just grounds for his presentment. 

Under all the circumstances, considering that the Committee 
had no power to compel the attendance of witnesses, their in- 
vestigation has been a full one ; and they confidently submit 
their testimony taken, together with their numerous Exhibits, 
to the Convention, in the hope that they will satisfactorily prove, 
that the Committee have desired to arrive at the truth. 

The investigation of the Committee has brought out almost 
a complete history of St. Mary's Hall and Burlington College, 
and the connection of Bishop Doane with those institutions, 
which may not be uninteresting to the Convention and to the 
Diocese ; and will be useful in understanding the circumstances 
of his failure, which form so large a portion of the charges 
against him. The Committee have therefore thought it ad- 
visable, at the outset of their Report, to submit a brief state- 
ment of those facts. 

By reference to the Protest, Appeal and Reply of Bishop 
Doane, which forms a part of the evidence taken before the 
Committee, it will be seen that he came to the State of New 
Jersey, and entered upon his Episcopate, in 1832 ; at a time 
when the Church in this state was in a feeble condition. It is 
now nearly twenty years since he came back to his native state. 
The Church at that time was small in numbers and weak in 
its ability to do good ; yet in its zeal and the faithfulness of its 
Clergy and Laity, it had the elements of great success. He 
entered upon the duties of the office : and the Church from that 
moment has steadily progressed, until now it is nearly doubled 
in its Parishes and membership ; and has much more than 
doubled its means and capacity to extend itself, and to pro- 
duce a powerful influence in behalf of the Church every- 
where, i 
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A reference to the testimony of Samuel R. Gummere, Esq., the 
Bev. B. J. Germain, and Mr. Isaac A. Shreve, will show, that, 
in 1836, four years after entering upon his Episcopate, and as s^ 
part of a great system, conceived by him, for building up and 
extending the Church, and its holy influences, in this Diocese 
and elsewhere. Bishop Doane purchased the property, now 
known as St. Mary's Hall ; and, in the spring of 1837, com- 
menced that institution, which has since become so excellent 
a resort for the daughters of the Church, and so powerful 
through them, in extending its influences. ^ 

The original cost of the property, including the school fur- 
niture of the former owner, was $18,500. It was intended to 
raise this amount, and also $6,500 more, for the purpose of im- 
proving and carrying on the same, making the whole sum 
$25,000, by an association of individuals in the City of Bur- 
lington and elsewhere, by a division of the whole into 100 
shares of $250 each ; the Bishop receiving the money from the 
stockholders and issuing his certificates to them for their shares, 
to be repaid by him at his convenience. In the mean time the 
property was conveyed to the Hon. G. D. Wall and others, 
Trustees for the institution ; with a provision in the conveyance, 
that upon certain events and contingencies, the property might 
be sold and the stockholders re-imbursed ; but that the Bishop, 
upon redeeming his certificates of stock, should become the 
owner, pro tantOj of the property; and when they were all re- 
deemed, that the Trustees should convey to him. The Bishop, 
finally, in 1847, did redeem the stock ; and received a deed in 
fee for the property. 

The school commenced in May 1837, just before the terrible 
revulsion in business, which occurred at that time. About two 
thirds only of the stock of $25,000 was subscribed; enough 
only to pay for the original cost of the property. The pecu- 
niary difficulties of the time prevented a further subscription. 
The school was therefore commenced by the Bishop under a 
debt ; and it became necessary to increase the debt, in order to 
make the improvements needed, for the purpose of carrying 
on such a school, upon the scale intended. 
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Mr. Gummere says " he has observed the domestic arran- 
gements for the scholars, as well as the standard of provision 
for their instruction in St. Mary's Hall, and that it was libe- 
ral, without being extravagant." He further says that for 
the two or three years during which he was familiar with it, 
owing to the financial difficulties of the time, the school did 
not pay its way, but added largely to the indebtedness of the 
Bishop. 

The Rev. Mr. Germain says, it did not pay its current ex- 
penses until 1844 or 1845; and that from its commencement 
to that time, the loss would reach $25,000 or $30,000. 

This is in addition to the original cost,, and interest thereon. 
The indebtedness of ^he Bishop, therefore, for St. Mary's 
Hall only, in 1845, including interest, exclusive of improve- 
ments and extra expense of procuring loans, was about 
?57,000. 

In 1846, Burlington College was chartered, and went into 
operatidB soon after. The Trustees purchased the grounds for 
$20,000 : one half cash and the other half upon mortgage. 
But when the grounds were obtained, there were no funds to 
alter the buildings (which had been arranged as a private 
dwelling,) so as to fit them for a College, nor to provide the 
necessary scientific apparatus, or library, or professors, &c. for 
such an institution. The Trustees permitted the Bishop to 
take it for ten years, without rent or interest, at his own risk ; 
he to make all these improvements, and to be at all the expense 
of putting the institution into operation. He did go on and 
erect buildings, alter and improve old ones, purchased a philo- 
sophical and chemical apparatus, and the beginning of a library, 
and procured the persons necessary for the government and in- 
struction of the College. All, anterior to the College having 
any students. 

Mr. Isaac A. Shreve, the person who performed most of the 
mason work, both at the Hall and College, says in his testi- 
mony, that the expense of the mechanical work, which the 
Bishop did upon the College and improvements was $35,0002J 
and that the same for St. Mary's Hall was $40,000; or m<^t«? 

d 
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He makes these estimates from data within his own know- 
ledge ; and he adds, that he has been well acquainted with the 
Bishop's affairs, his indebtedness and the difficulties of his ob- 
taining funds to make these improvements; and that he is 
satisfied, it has cost beyond his estimates of $75,000, $40,000 
more than it would have done, if the capital for the purpose 
had been in hand. Add to this the expense of Apparatus, 
Library and Instructors, which might reach $10,000 ; and we 
find the Bishop's indebtedness arising from these two Insti- 
tutions alone, in 1846 and 1847, exclusive of a large portion 
of the extra interest paid by him, amount to $182,000. The 
Institutions from this time forward, until the Bishop's failure 
in 1849, paid but little more than their current expenses. 
From 1847 to 1849, while the Institutions were struggling into 
successful operation, and beginning to repay the Bishop for 
his unremitting care and indefatigable labors, this immense 
debt was pressing upon him in the worst and most harassing 
manner possible. A large proportion of it was ii^floating 
notes. These had to be renewed from four to six times in a 
year. This was kept up mostly by procuring upon his own 
notes, the endorsements of Messrs. Hays and Deacon, who are 
mentioned in the charges; and paying them large premiums, 
simply for such endorsements. 

Mr. Gfaskill says in his testimony, he thinks the Bishop has 
paid Mr. Hays alone, for the use of his name, from $15,000 to 
$18,000. These notes were then put into the market and dis- 
posed of, at the best price the Bishop could get; frequently at 
a ruinous discount. Under such circumstances, it is not won- 
derful that in two years $190,000 of debts should increase to 
$260,000 : which it was at the failure in March, 1849. During 
all this time, Mrs. Doane's annuity was more than sufficient 
for all their family expenditures ; and the surplus of that, to- 
gether with his own derived from other sources, was all expend- 
ed in sustaining these institutions. For twelve years, a large 
portion of his time, and all his surplus income, were devoted 
to them : yet the debts which he had incurred, in their behalf, 
had increased to the sum of $260,000. 
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But then, Mr, Aertsen says, the profits of the two institutions 
for the summer term of 1849 reached over $8000 — being at 
the rate of nearly $17,000 per annum — and the Bishop began 
to realize the success of his efibrts, and to see a means for the 
liquidation of his debts. They began to prove their ability to 
do more than pay for themselves, under proper management; 
and to justify the Bishop's constant reliance. 

During all the time, this immense debt was growing upon the 
Bishop, besides looking to the eventual success of the institu- 
tions, as a means of paying it, he constantly relied upon the 
aid of Churchmen and friends of his schools, to relieve him^ 
That aid had been promised; and he thought every step he 
took deeper and deeper into his indebtedness, and every sacri* 
fice he made, would be the last ; and that the friends of the 
Institutions would aid in paying off this ruinous debt, and thus 
relieve bim from ijts burden. Encouraged by this reliance and 
the hope of final success, the Bishop went further and .further 
in his venture for Christian Education, and the good of the 
Church. 

In the testimony, numerous witnesses say, that he was ea- 
gaged in no other business of a pecuniary nature. . He had no 
other use for money. His means were used in no other venture 
or business, than those herein stated. 

In the fall of 1848 the schools were flourishing beyond pre- 
cedent, and holding out a fair prospect of profit for the en- 
suing year. 

Besides attending to his Parochial and Diocesan duties, the 
Bishop was unwearied in his devotion to them; and at the same 
time was laboring under this enormous debt, which had become 
most burthensome, and which few other men could have lived 
under, at all. 

From this time, until the Spring of 1849, the Bishop was 
confined to his house by an almost-fatal illness. The strong 
arm that had supported this immense fabric so long, without 
faltering, was now rendered nearly powerless ; and the com 
quence was the pecuniary failure of the Bishop ; but not of 
great enterprize which he had undertaken. 
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This load of debt, contracted in founding and carrying on 
the Hall and College, in the constant hope of their final suc- 
cess and of aid from the Church, for whose benefit they were 
called into being, pressed him down. By the advice of his 
friends, he made an assignment, under the statutes of New 
Jersey, of all his property, for the equal benefit of his credi- 
tors, on the 26th of March, 1849. 

It is upon the improper conduct imputed to the Bishop, 
whilst contracting and managing the debts before mentioned, 
and in making his assignment, that the various charges that 
are now made against him, are founded. 
' Your Committee are now prepared to enter into a particular 
examination of the Charges and Specifications themselves; i^d 
to see how far they are sustained by the evidence. 

The presentment consists of a single charge of crime and 
immorality ; followed by 27 specifications, in support of said 
charge. 

The whole or nearly so, and certainly all of the most im- 
portant, are founded upon the Bishop's connection with the 
iwo institutions, and upon circumstances growing Out of that 
connection. 

Spec. 1. Most of the facts which the Committee have 
ascertained in relation to the Ist Specification have been advert- 
ed to already. The Bishop did habitually incur large debts, 
far beyond any present means of payment. 

The evidence of Mr. Aertsen and others shows, that his in- 
debtedness was not $^00,000 at the time of his assignment, and 
would not exceed $260,000. Mr. Aertsen certainly had the 
means of knowledge in the matter. He was one of the as. 
fiignees, and had made at the time, a particular inventory of 
the Bishop's indebtedness; and however he may have failed in 
accuracy at that time, if at all, his subsequent familiarity with 
the Bishop's afiairs, and with the affairs of the institutions, has 
enabled him to correct the mistake. 

He testifies, that he did not believe the Bishop's debts, in- 
cluding mortgages and all, exceeded $260,000. Of this sum 
about $100,000 was in mortgages upon St Mary'3 Hall and 
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Riverside. Mr. Aertsen and others testify, that the property 
mortgaged to secure the indebtedness was estimated, by many, 
to be fully worth the money. He says that some, among 
whom was Mr. Hays, thought the property worth more than 
th6 incumbrances ; and some, less. The property was undoubt- 
edly mortgaged to its full capacity; and the last mortgage, in 
the language of one of the witnesses, might not have been 
such, as would have been sought for as an investment, but yet 
it was probably worth the amount. 

The Bishop's only present means to pay the remaining 
part of his debt, (about $160,000) was his personal property ; 
estimated in the inventory annexed to the assignment at 
$17,418.50. But, besides this, he relied upon the annual pro- 
fits of the two schools ; which had at that time reached nearly 
$18,000. And upon the promised aid from members of the 
Church and friends of the Hall and College. 

The witnesses, Messrs. Germain, Gaskill, Aertsen, Dugdale 
and Shreve, all testify to his firm reliance upon this aid. 

Mr. Gaskill says, « I always believed the Bishop nad the 
utmost confidence in the final success of the Institutions, as a 
means of relieving him. Such was the opinion of some of his 
most intimate friends here ; and I have frequently heard his 
friends so express themselves to him, and urge and encourage 
him to persevere in his efibrts." This idea was also corrobo- 
rated by conversations with others, who were friends of the 
Bishop and of the Church. 

And Mr. Shreve says, that he knows that some of the 
Bishop's creditors relied also upon such aid. 

Mr. Dugdale says, " he constantly hoped to receive the aid 
which had been promised him by the friends of the Church and 
the institutions ; and that each sacrifice would be the last. 
This I know, from my intercourse and business transactions 
with him." 

In thg manner before stated by your Committee, and upon 

these reliances, the Bishop did incur large debts, far beyond 

any present means of payment. In so doing, nearly all the 

witnesses have testified, that they had not a shadow of doubt, 

2 
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that his motives were purely for the advancement of Christian 
education and the Church ; and not for any private emolument. 
He did not recklessly incur debts, without any reasonable 
hope of payment. He relied upon sources of profit, which he 
thought could not fail in the end; and upon promises of aid, 
which he believed would certainly be realized. 

Spec. 2d. In reference to the 2d specification, your Com- 
mittee have already stated, that the money expended by the 
Bishop, in purchasing the Hall and furnishing and improving 
both that and the College, together with the losses of the first 
years of their existence, and enormous sums paid by him as 
premiums for endorsements and discounts, actually amounted 
to the whole of his indebtedness. 

The moneys expended, about the institutions, would exceed 
the sum of $100,000; while losses, premiums, discounts and 
interest, would easily make up the balance. 

Numerous witnesses testify, that he was engaged in no other 
business, than his Parochial and Diocesan duties ; except the 
founding and carrying on the two institutions. 

The history of the Institutions show, beyond all contro- 
versy, that his indebtedness was incurred in his venture for 
Christian Education and the success of his schools. His pri. 
vate income was much more than sufficient for his private ex- 
penses. 

But if the Bishop's indebtedness was incurred, without any 
reasonable prospect or expectation of payment, then surely the 
end he had in view could form no justification, for so jeopar- 
dizing the property of others. 

Your Committee are not prepared to sanction the Machia- 
vellian principle, that the end justifies the means. But the 
remarks of your Committee upon the first Specification will 
show, that the Bishop's debt was not incurred, without what 
must have appeared to him to be a reasonable and warranted 
reliance for its liquidation. 

Spec. 3d. Your Committee herewith submit to the conven- 
tion, as a part of their evidence, a Pamphlet of Mr. Binney's, 
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published by him, in 1846, in which the whole controversy be- 
tween him and the Bishop is fully stated. 

This is all the evidence the Committee have, bearing upon 
the 3d specification. 

In that Pamphlet it will be seen, by the statement of both, 
that the Bishop applied to Mr. Binney for a subscription 
towards the building of a new church at Burlington, where Mr. 
Binney then resided, for a portion of his time. Mr. Binney 
states that he replied to the application, that he would give 
$1000, upon the condition that a certain plan of his, for raising 
and applying the money and for the disposition of the building, 
after it was finished, to be prepared by him, should be adopted. 
The Bishop states that he replied, that he would give $1000, 
and offered also to submit the said plan. Mr. Binney says 
he authorized the Bishop to use his name, coupled with the 
condition as he states it : and the Bishop says, he authorized 
him to use his name, adding that he would submit a plan. 
They both agree that the Bishop was authorized to use Mr. 
Binney's name, as a subscriber for $1000. But they differ as 
to the nature and application of the condition. The Pamphlet 
leaves the matter, upon the statements and arguments of the 
Gentlemen interested ; and your Committee can add nothing 
more. It seems plain, that the difference between them, was 
one of those very common mistakes, which daily occur ; and 
which never deserved and ought never to have had the impor- 
tance, which has been given to it. Two gentlemen, so eminent 
in their different spheres, ought never to have been placed in 
such a false position, before the public. 

By reference to the Committee's correspondence, marked 
No. 8, it will be seen that Mr. Binney does not desire to re- 
open the matter. 

Spec. Wh, The 4th Specification charges that the statement 
of the Bishop, in his letter to Thos. Milnor, Esq., of May 28th, 
1847, published in said Pamphlet, "that in procuring the sub- 
scribers, no one put in a single word of condition or the slightet' 
claim for an equivalent^ unless Mr. Binney so makes out 
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case'', is untrue ; and that several of the subscriptions to the* 
Church were conditional, and known to be so by the Bishop, 

By reference to the testimony of Mr. Milnor it will be seen, 
that the statement in the letter to him was strictly true. 

The Rev. Mr. Germain says, in his evidence, that the Bishop 
procured the subscriptions for the new church at Burlington, 
to the amount of $13,000, or more, in 1845 and 1846; "At 
this time many of the certificates of stock in St. Mary's Hall" 
(which had been given by the Bishop as hereinbefore stated) 
"were still outstanding; some having been redeemed by the 
Bishop. In subscribing for the new church, several persons, 
viz. Mrs. Wall, Mrs. Bradford and others, at the Bishop^s sug- 
gestion^ subscribed the amount of their certificates of stock in 
St. Mary's Hall ; which the Bishop received, as cash, on the 
subscription for the new church :" and afterwards, as Mr. Ger- 
main and Mr. Milnor say, the Bishop paid the several sub- 
scriptions so made, to the amount of $6,000, or over; and 
thereby redeemed so much of the said stock. He soon after 
redeemed the whole ; and took a deed in fee for the Hall. 

This is the only transaction which could even give color to 
the charge, so far as your Committee can ascertain ; and does 
not certainly bear the character, which is attempted to be im- 
puted to it. 

Spec. 5th and 8th. The 5th and 8th specifications charge 
the Bishop with obtaining the endorsements of Michael Hays 
and Joseph Deacon upon certain promissory notes, by false 
pretences ; and as the charge is substantially the same in both 
cases, your Committee have considered these together. 

By reference to the afiidavit of Mr. Hays, (Exhibit I.), it 
will be seen, that he charges the Bishop, Ist, with having ob- 
tained his endorsements by a fraudulent representation of his 
means to pay those notes endorsed ; and, 2nd, with obtaining 
four notes for a particular purpose, and fraudulently applying 
two of them to another; and that he confines the last part of the 
charge to two one thousand dollar notes. He says,that the Bishop 
obtained four such notes for the purpose of renewing others ; 
that he returned two of them, and told him that the other 
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two were in the hands of Mr. Germain ; that he applied to 
Mr. Germain, and he knew nothing of them. 

In regard to the latter. part of the statement, Mr. Germain 
says, he has no recollection of any such transaction ; and thinks, 
from its nature, he should have remembered it, if it had taken 
place. 

Mr. Cannon says, « A number of suits have been brought 
against Mr. Hays, upon notes endorsed by him for the Bishop. 
I was retained by Mr. Hays in those suits, to defend them." 
General Wall was associate-counsel. In the intercourse 
between Mr. Hays and myself, he never complained of any 
improper conduct, on the part of the Bishop, in regard to those 
notes ; and I never heard him charge Bishop Doane with having 
obtained those notes, or any of them, for one purpose and 
using them for another. I have heard him ridicule the idea, 
when Joseph Deacon pretended the Bishop had done so, in 
respect to notes endorsed by said Deacon for him," This shows, 
that long since the assignment, while Mr. Hays was being 
prosecuted upon these notes, and among them probably upon 
the very two which he mentions in his affidavit, he not only 
does not complain of, or mention it to his own counsel, employed 
to defend him against those very notes, but he even ridicules 
the idea, when mentioned by Mr. Deacon. 

It appears by the evidence that Michael Hays and Joseph 
Deacon began to endorse the Bishop's notes, in 1842 or 1843. 
These notes were the principal part of the loans for some 
time, which enabled the Bishop to go on with the schools. 
According to the evidence of Messrs. Germain, Allen and 
Shreve, the Bishop paid Mr. Hays $50 for each endorsement 
on a note of $1000, and gave separate checks generally for 
the same ; and he paid Mr. Deacon the same or less, because 
he held and still holds collateral securities given him by the 
Bishop. The number of these notes, was so great that Mr. 
Gaskill thinks the Bishop has paid Mr. Hays at least from 
815,000 to $18,000 for endorsements. 

The Bev. Mr. Germain says, he was habitually and almost in- 
variably present, when the Bishop procured these endorsements. 
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Several, sometimes five or six, notes, were endorsed at a time. 
They were generally not dated; but left, by agreement (as he, 
Mr. Woolman and others testify,) for the Bishop to date, when 
he used them, for his convenience. There was no restriction 
upon their use. There was sometimes a note intended for a 
particular use ; which was always applied to that use, when 
applied at all. There were no lists kept by Hays or Deacon 
of these notes, although they must have numbered hundreds, 
according to the evidence of Messrs. Allen, Gaskill and others ; 
and running through six or seven years previous to the assign- 
ment. In procuring these endorsements, Mr. Germain says, that 
the only assurances the Bishop gave to Hays and Deacon, were 
founded on the present condition and future prospect of the 
two schools ; and on the expectation of aid from members of 
the Church and friends of the institutions ; which were matters 
of public notoriety, and which Hays and Deacon frequently 
admitted might be justly relied upon. It is diflScult for your 
Committee to perceive how there could have been any deception 
practised as to the Bishop's means of payment. Messrs. Hays 
and Deacon were neighbors of his. His means, the condition 
of the schools, and their future prospects and the hope of 
other aid, were all well known to and frequently discussed by 
them. If the Bishop attempted to practice fraud in those 
cases, it would seem so completely destitute of any probable 
success, that one would suppose a man of ordinary acuteness 
would be deterred from the undertaking. And it is still more 
difficult to see how any man could point out, from hundreds of 
similar ones, four of these undated notes, which the Bishop 
was left to fill up and use at pleasure, when no lists were kept ; 
and could pretend to say they were obtained for a particular 
purpose and fraudulently misapplied. Of the hundreds of 
notes endorsed by Hays and Deacon, comparatively few remain 
unpaid by the Bishop ; and how is it possible to say that certain 
ones, which the Bishop agreed to take up with others, are not 
so taken up and paid ? 

As Messrs. Hays & Deacon, though notified, were not person- 
ally befpre the Committee, they would refer the Convention 
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to the evidence taken ; only adding that the charges so far as 
their investigation goes, in their opinion, 9iXQ without foundation. 

Spec. *Ith. Your Committee have not been able to make as 
thorough an investigation in relation to the 7th specification, 
as they would have liked, on account of the absence of Mr. 
Ed. N. Perkins, in Europe, and Mr. Hays' refusal to appear. 

It appears by reference to the testimony of the Hon. E. B. 
D. Ogden, that Mr. Perkins in 1850, was in advance to his 
mother, Mrs. Doane ; and in the regular course of her business 
received the order : and without any knowledge of or reference 
to Mr. Hays* order or power of attorney, he applied to the 
Executors of Mrs. Doane's late husband, for payment. It is 
evident that it was not intended that the orders should be paid 
from the same quarterly dues of Mrs. Doane's income; but 
, they having accidently been presented at the same time, the 
Executors refused to pay both : and filed their bill in equity for 
the direction of the Court, whether such orders or powers of 
attorney were legal, and if so, to whom they should pay the 
$1000, claimed by each. The income of Mrs. Doane is 
$9500 per year and is amply sufficient to pay both, and supply 
the necessary means of the family expences of the Bishop. 
Nothing appears to show that the Bishop's intentions were 
not entirely honest and fair, in giving these orders ; or that the 
fund was not ample for the payment of both. The difficulty 
about the payment arose out of the nature and circumstances 
of the fund, which must have been known to Mr. Hays ; and 
the presentation of the two orders, at one time. Your Com- 
mittee are not aware that there is now any thing to prevent 
Mr. Hays from obtaining his annual instalment of $1000, 
except the difficulty made by the Executors, 

Spee. 6thf 9th and Uth* The 6th, 9th and 11th Specifica- 
tions have reference to the $50,000 loan and to the represen- 
tations made by the Bishop and his agents to procure it. 

Mr. J. C. Grarthwaite says, in his evidence, << that this loan 
was for the purpose of relieving the Bishop from his embar- 
rassments. It was made under the advice and at the instance 
of many of the friends of the Bishop ; a large portion of whom 
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Were his creditors, residing in Barlington. I was one of the 
persons who solicited subscriptions to that loan. It was the 
tiniform practice of those obtaining subscriptions to said loan 
to specify the property that was to be included in the mortgage ; 
which was to secure the loan and also the previous incumbrance 
upon that property. It was the habit of those persons who 
procured the subscptions to this loan, to state that the security 
was doubtful; or rather not such as a monied man would wish 
to lend money upon. We based the application for the loan 
upon two ideas. One, that it was the interest of the creditors 
to have this arrangement, rather than to have a failure of pay- 
ment and the Institutions fail. We also appealed to their lo- 
<;al feeling. The other was, upon the love and interest which 
many bore to the institutions themselves, and their desire to 
have the Bishop sustained in his undertaking. I called upon . 
Mrs. Robardett, John Black, John Irick and J. J. Spencer in 
reference to this loan. I made this statement, which I have 
before stated, to each of these persons.'* 

The Rev. Mr. Germain says, that the notes had accumulated 
so much, that the Bishop attempted to make a loan for the 
purpose of paying off these floating notes ; and paying ready 
money for the current expenses of the Hall and College. He 
says, the Bishop did not say that the loan would pay off all 
the floating debt ; he said it would disembarrass him, and enable 
him to go on with the institutions. 

There is no evidence before the Committee upon this matter, 
except the above. What representations were made to Messrs. 
Hays, Deacon and McHenry, and by whom, does not appear. 
But Mr. Garthwaite states particularly the representations 
made to the other persons, yamed in the 11th specification, 
and the character of the representations generally. Besides, 
the incumbrances on the property were all a matter of record : 
and business men, like the gentleman named, need not and 
probably would not labor under any mistake in the matter ; 
nor would the applicants for the loan have acted contrary to the 
record. 

From this loan very little ready money was obtained. Most 
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of it was absorbed by creditors funding their debts. The 
Bishop failed in the great object of the loan ; and increased 
his embarrassments, by failing to satisfy expectations that had 
been raised. 

Spec. lOth and Vlth. In 1846, '47 and '48, when the Bishop 
borrowed money of different individuals, he was in the con- 
fident hope that the profits of the schools and the aid of friends 
would enable him to pay all his debts. Of this there can be 
no doubt : because the money he borrowed was not applied 
to his own private use, nor intended for that purpose. Tour 
Committee have before remarked upon the manner and with 
what motives the Bishop became so much indebted. 

When he received the sum of $1000 of the Rev. Mr. Stubba, 
Treasurer of the Society for the Promotion of Christian 
Knowledge, he was acting in the full belief of his ability to 
pay. He promised satisfactory security, and gave his judg- 
ment bond. With the ability he had of entering up judgment 
upon it and levying upon all the personal and real property of 
the Bishop, Mr. Stubbs might have perfected his security. 
But he soon after went to the West Indies, and did not do it. 
This was certainly not the Bishop's fault. The bond and war- 
rant of attorney alone was no security ; but the Treasurer had 
the power to perfect it. Your Committee cannot see that th# 
Bishop was in fault, in this. 

By reference to the evidence of Mr. Stubbs, it appears that 
good and sufficient security, has been given him for the loan ; 
the same security which was promised before and mentioned by 
him in his pamphlet upon the subject ; that the interest is paid 
up and full security given for its future payment. 

At the time when Mr. Germain lent the Bishop a part of 
the Episcopal Fund, the Bishop's notes were considered good* 
His credit was good everywhere, in all the Banks. All the 
witnesses agree in this. 

Mr. Grermain says, the advances by him were considi 

mere temporary loans, and not permanent ones. At the 

time his father and brother lent the Bishop several th< 
2* 
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dollars, as inyestments, upon his notes ; thas 8hoT?ing his own 
and others, complete confidence in the Bishop. 

Mr. Germain says, he never sold out any securities for the 
purpose of letting the Bishop have the money ; nor was he ever 
influenced by the Bishop to do so, or to do any improper act 
in relation to his trust. He sold some stock by the advice of 
a Committee of the Convention, because they feared a depre- 
ciation ; and because by their advice it was thought prudent to 
do so, in order to save the fund from loss. 

He made the loans to the Bishop, upon his own discretion. 
The notes he took of the Bishop << were annually exhibited to 
the Committee, appointed by the Convention to settle with him 
as Treasurer; and approved by them and by the Convention." 
The members generally of the Convention might not have 
understood these things. Of this your Committee cannot say. 
But their Committee did, and reported accordingly. It did not 
come to be generally understood until the Convention of 1849, 
for the very good reason, that until that time the Bishop was 
considered good enough; and then, when he had failed, it 
naturally caused inquiry by his creditors, including the Con- 
vention. 

This debt is not in the Bishop's list of creditors, annexed 
to his deed of assignment. A memorandum of it was sent to 
t)ne of his assignees by the Bishop, but too late for insertion 
therein. It seems the Bishop did not consider this debt as an 
ordinary debt ; and did not think of it, until after the assign- 
ment was completed. 

Mr. Germain had given no security to the Convention : none 
. had been required. But your Committee cannot see, how this 
should be charged as a crime against the Bishop. 

Mr. Germain had a direct precedent for this, which will be 
found in the Treasurer's accounts of 1831 ; when it appears 
that the Treasurer, Edward Carroll, had loaned to the Rev. 
J. Croes, the sum of $500, of the Episcopal Funds, and taken 
his note therefor. And in the Treasurer's accounts from 1825 
to 1833, in almost every account, there are notes named, as 
only a part of the Episcopal Fund, but of other funds alsQ. 
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Of the ISth spectficattoh the Committee have ho evidence 
before them, Mr. Dutton being deceased. 

In regard to the l^th specification^ the Committee have no 
evidence upon the first part of the specification. 

Mr. Aertsen testifies as folio ws^ in relation to that claim not 
being in the Bishop's list : 

*< That Mr. Wm. E. Page's claim against the Bishop, con- 
sisted of a note of the Bishop's, endorsed by Joseph Deacon, 
for $500, dated Nov'br. 22d, 1848, at 4 months, and was due 
on the'22d to 25th of March, 1849. This is the only claim 
that Mr. Page had against the Bishop, that I ever heard of* 
That note was included in the list of credkors annexed to the 
deed of assignment, among those named as endorsed by Joseph 
Deacon. In that list the note stands in the name of Joseph 
Deacon, and not in that of Wm. E Page. 

It was impossible for the assignees, under any circumstances, 
or for the Bishop in his situation, at that time, to identify the 
holders of the paper of that character ; and therefore all the 
paper endorsed by Michael Hays and Joseph Deacon, was put 
in the said list of creditors, under their respective names." 

Spec. 15th. This Report has heretofore shown in what un- 
necessary worldly transactions the Bishop was entangled. He 
was Rector of St. Mary's Church in Burlington, and Bishop 
of the Diocese ; and, as a powerful aid in advancing the cause 
of Christian Education and the Church itself, he was endeavor- 
ing, with herculean strength, to establish and nourish into 
successful operation, two Church schools, wherein the sons and 
daughters of the Church could be educated, according to the 
principles of our holy religion. In doing this, we have seen 
to what means, ordinary and extraordinary, he was obliged to 
resort, in the constant hope of final aid and success. It is true, 
that he obtained the notes spoken of herein ; and raised the 
money on them, in the best manner he could. 
. He also had an arrangement with several officers of banks 
and others, to draw on them, occasionally, for small amounts 
and at short times, of which he availed himself, as necessity 
required. The evidence of the Hon. Mr. Ogden* shows tl 
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In discounting these notes and drawing the checks above men- 
tioned, he had business, more or less, with all the banks named 
in this Specification, and probably with many others. The 
whole or nearly so finally came to the Bank at Burlington, 
cdther originally or for collection ; and hence nearly the whole 
of his business passed through that Bank, of which Wm. R. 
Allen, Esq., was and is President, and Mr. Gaskill was the 
Cashier. The business of the Bishop in the Bank at Bur- 
lington, as exhibited by his Bank account, was nearly half a 
million of dollars per annum. But this was occasioned by his 
haying to renew his old floating indebtedness, every two or 
three months ; and make large and constant additions to it, at 
each renewal. • In other Banks the amount was large for the 
same reason, but much smaller than in this ; the amount in 
Burlington Bank being the aggregate sum. This is all the 
fictitious credit which the Bishop ereated or preserved. The 
reasons and objects of this have been already explained. 
His checks and counter checks were all business paper; and 
punctually met, and his credit sustained. 

Spee. \&th. In regard to the 16th Specification, 

Mr. Gaskill, the former Cashier of Burlington Bank, says, 
"I believe most of his business operations were conducted 
through that Bank.*' "His operations were large." " He fre- 
quently drew checks and drafts on other Banks through the 
Mechanics Bank." "It was of almost daily occurrence." 
During 1846 and 1847, these checks and drafts were always 
paid, and mostly in 1848, up to the time of the Bishop's 
sickness. 

"A great majority of checks that were not paid, were given 
as memoranda for temporary loans; and were generally left 
by the parties, until funds were there to meet them. 

The same parties frequently loaned him money again, after 
these occurrences had taJ$:en place. Most of the checks which 
were given by the Bishop, as bona-fide payments of existing 
debts, were paid when presented. During this time Bishop 
Doane was in the habit of drawing checks upon the Cashiers 
and other officers of different Banks, and also upon the Me- 
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cbanics Bank, which checks were always met ; and we did not 
consider it disreputable." 

The Bishop frequently drew checks on the Bank at Bur- 
lington, when perhaps at 4^he moment he had no funds there. 
But Messrs. Shreve, Gaskill and Allen all unite in saying, that 
the Bishop was in the constant habit for years, of attending 
at the Bank at three o'clock, to make his account good; and Mr. 
Shreve and Mr. Allen say, he used every means in his power, 
to keep his credit and standing good. 

And Mr. Aertsen says, this practice of drawing checks 
throughout the morning, without having funds at the moment 
in the Bank, is one adopted by every man doing a large busi- 
ness ; he, providing for them, before the closing of the Bank. 

And Mr. Gaskill says, it is not an unusual thing for a person 
doing a large business in a Bank, to draw a check upon it, 
when he has no funds in Bank to meet it. 

Of the checks of Messrs. Hays and Deacon and Mr. Lippin- 
cott, which were not paid when presented, your Committee have 
no evidence. 

In the case of Mr. Woolman, there was nothing unusual or 
extraordinary. That of Mr. Price will be noticed hereafter. 

In reference to the latter part of this specification, Mr. Gas- 
kill says: "I recollect a Check of the Bishop's drawn on the 
Burlington Bank, in favor of the Cashier of the Princeton Bank, 
for f 2,200, which there were no funds to meet, when it wa« 
presented at the Burlington Bank ; but whether there were 
funds to meet it. when it was drawn, I cannot say. 

Mr. Aertsen says, he has visited Princeton Bank for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining facts, and can find no trace of any such 
claim or check. It is presumed that the check was long since 
settled and paid. It is probably one of those which would 
have been made good at the closing of the Bank on the day it 
was drawn ; and might have been paid at many other times, if 
it had been presented. 

Mr. Smith, the Cashier of the Princeton Bank, is too infirm 
to appear before the Committee ; and consequently could not 
be examined. a 



so 

Spec, VJth, The 17th Specification accuses the Bishop of 
abusing, in 1847, 8 and 9, the confidence reposed in his sacred 
office, by false promises and deceptive practices, used for the 
purpose of obtaining credit and property. The evidence before 
your Committee entirely disproves material parts of the spe- 
cification. 

The case of Mr. Wm. B. Price is first stated. The gist of 
the charge in regard to him, is, that he had laid up a sum of 
money for a particular purpose, and the Bishop borrowed it on 
the promise to repay it, in time for the purpose intended ; and 
gave his check, which when presented there was no money in 
•Bank to meet. 

By reference to the testimony of Mr. Price, it will be seen, 
that all the material parts of the specification are not true. 
He had not laid by the money for a specific purpose at all. 

On July 2nd, 1848, the Bishop applied, in the usual way, 
for the loan, of not S450, but $250 ; and Mr. Price lent it to 
him and took the Bishop's check for it, payable in one week. 
This check was persented in the following week ; and there 
being then no money to meet it, Mr. Price waited a few days. 
In the meantime, the Cashier informed him, there was money 
to meet the check ; several hundred dollars having been depo- 
sited to the Bishop's account. But Mr. Price, instead of pre- 
senting his check held it a few days longer; and then volun- 
tarily ofiered to allow the Bishop to keep the money until De- 
cember, some six months after, upon his note. When this 
note was due, the Bishop paid • $50, and gave a new note for 
the balance : all with the full concert of Mr. Price. There is 
no Parochial connection between the parties ; and your Com- 
mittee are unable to see any crime, immorality or abuse of his 
office, in all this. It seems a very ordinary transaction, and 
has no intrinsic importance whatever. 

The second item in this specification refers to the mortgage 
of Mrs. Sarah C. Robardett of $3000; and alleges there were 
false representations made in relation thereto by the Bishop. 

By reference to the evidence of Franklin Woolman, Esq., it 
will be seen that this charge is fully disproved. 
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Mr. Woolman says, <«I drew the bond and a mortgage from 
Bishop Doane to Sarah C. Robardett, dated March 11th, 1847, 
for $3000, on a lot of land containing about twelve acres, 
which the Bishop purchased of tte Rev. Wm. Chester. Prior 
to the execution of said mortgage, I caused a search to be 
made in the Clerk's oflSce of the County of Burlington, for in- 
cumbrances against the property ; and obtained a certificate." 
(Marked Exhibit G.) — "I was acting as the Agent of Mrs. Ro- 
bardett. She entrusted this business to my care ; and was aware 
of the amount of the encumbrance on the property, of $2500: 
I having told her. I considered the property worth $6000. 
I would give $5000 for it, as a speculation. The amount due 
on the first incumbrance of $2500 has been reduced by pay- 
ments thereon to $800. 1 consider the mortgage of Mrs. Ro- 
bardett one of the best in this city, and will give her the money 
for it any day; the full amount, principal and interest." 

The third item refers to Mrs. C. Lippincott, and alleges that 
the Bishop, abusing his relationship to her, as one of his fa- 
mily, induced her to place in his hands, certain securities, 
which he had given her for money loaned; and then refused to 
return them, in violation of his solemn promise. 

By reference to the evidence of Mrs. S. P. Cleveland, it will 
be perceived, as she says, "that the charge is incorrect; 
that Mrs. Lippincott could not have placed securities in the 
hands of the Bishop, or under his control, because she had re- 
ceived none from him, excepting a certificate in the loan of 
f 50,000. This is for f 1000, and is secured by mortgage." 
This witness further states << that the interest has been paid 
on all the Bishop's indebtedness to Mrs. Lippincott, excepting 
on the said $1000; and that she expects that the payment of 
interest will be continued, until the principal debt is discharged." 

In reference to the fourth item in this specification, the ac- 
cused has laid before your Committee a letter addressed to him 
by the Rev. Mr. Hooker, in reply to the notice of the Com- 
mittee. The letter is marked Exhibit F, and forms part of the 
evidence. 

By it we perceive that the Bishop did purchase of him. 
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a Parish Library, about one year before the assignment, books, 
to the amount of f50 ; 'which is now fully paid. That a col- 
lection for its payment, as a debt of the Parish, was made and 
the money placed in the Bishbp's hands, but at what time does 
not appear. 

This debt was omitted in the list of creditors, doubtless 
through inadvertence. 

This whole specification, unless it be the fact of the Bishop's 
not placing the debt to Mr. Hooker in his list, is fully and 
satisfactory explained and disproved, by the parties interested 
or their agents. 

Spec. 18th and 19th. The 18th and 19th Specifications are 
two of the gravest in the presentment; and are among those 
in which crime is charged against the Bishop. 

Your Committee have therefore endeavoured carefully to in- 
vestigate them ; and to discover all the evidence, that can be 
found in relation to them. 

Crime is a matter of intent; and to constitute perjury, the 
act must be intentional, deliberate and wilful. If the Bishop 
has committed that crime, in his afiSdavits to his schedule of 
property and list of creditors, annexed to his assignment, he 
must have done so, deliberately and wilfully. And, for what 
object? If articles were not properly valued in his schedule, 
or a creditor left out of his list, what would he gain by it ? 
Would it prevent the property from bringing its fair value at 
the assignees' sale ? Or a creditor from obtaining his legal di- 
vidend, because he was not in the list? Certainly not. Then, 
what could the Bishop gain by a fraud ? If he committed per. 
jury, it must have been gratuitous, without object, in the face 
of positive law, human and divine. 

The 18th Specification charges that the inventory of his 
property, real and personal, annexed to his deed of assign- 
ment, did not set forth the true and actual value of the fur- 
niture, household goods, and other articles, in the College, 
Hall and Riverside; but in those particulars was false and er- 
roneous. 

Your Committee have examined several witnesses in relation 



33 

to this and the following specification. Mr. Aertsen in his tes- 
timony says : 

« The schedule annexed to the assignment of his personal 
property, was prepared chiefly from two lists : the one being a 
schedule of the property in St. Mary's Hall, prepared by Mr. 
Germain ; and the other being a schedule of the property at 
Burlington College, prepared by Mr. Bradin. The value of 
the property at St. Mary's Hall and Burlington College, was 
put down originally by Mr. Germain and Mr. Bradin, respec- 
tively. That was done before the assignment was contemplated, 
in order to exhibit the same to the creditors. As these lists 
had not been made out with a view to a sale, I requested those 
two gentleman to revise their lists, to see whether, in view of 
a forced sale, they would like to correct them ; and each of 
them did so, and we adopted the revised valuation, generally. 
The property at Riverside was valued chiefly by myself; except 
the library and the furniture in it, in which I was assisted by 
Mr. Cannon. When the Bishop was called upon to be sworn to 
the value of his personal property, he expressly declared, that, 
in the then state of his health, he must rely entirely upon the 
jugment of his assignees. I cohsidered then, and I consider 
now, that the valuation was a fair one." 

At the sale, which the evidence before your Committee shows 
was a fair one, the property brought $3,200 less than the ap- 
praisement or valuation sworn to by the Bishop: and Mr. 
Aertsen gives instances of the sale of pianos afterwards, which 
were purchased at the Bishop's sale, in order to show, that the 
estimate was not too low. And when we consider the character 
of the articles and the fact of a forced sale, the estimate pro- 
bably was high enough. 

The evidence of Mr. Cannon, the other assignee, fully con- 
firms that of Mr. Aertsen, as to the manner of making the va- 
luation of the property, and adds that Mr. Germain and Mr* 
Bradin valued the property at the Hall and College, because 
they had purchased it at first, and therefore knew its value. 
They both add, that the Bishop was too sick at the time to at* 
3 
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tend . to it, and left it with them to do, with such aid as they 
could procure. 

Spec* 19th. In regard to the 19th Specification Mr. Aert- 
sen says, he was called to take charge of the fiscal afiairs of 
the institutions in February 1849, and made out a statement 
of the Bishop's afiairs, to lay before a meeting of his creditors. 
This statement is marked Exhibit B., and forms part of the 
evidence. It was laid before a meeting of creditors, March 2d, 
1849. ^*The list of creditors (annexed to the assignments) 
was chiefly taken from that statement, (Exhibit B.) some errors 
having been corrected and additional memoranda furnished 
by the Bishop, between the 2d of March and the time of 
the assignment, as the Bishop would recollect: he having 
no book from which to furnish me with a list of his credi- 
tors, except his note book; and that necessarily being very im- 
perfect, owing to his long illness. I would frequently receive 
from him a slip of paper, with the name of a creditor, some- 
times with the amounts due and sometimes without ; when I 
would have to ascertain the amount in the best way I could. 
There was a large number of notes afloat, and it was impos- 
sible to ascertain in whose hands they were held. I thought 
I had ascertained the whole number of notes afloat; but found 
I was mistaken." He says he " first took the note book, then 
applied by letter to every Bank with which the Bishop had 
done business, and to Mr. Woolman, who had negotiated many 
of the notes ; and comparing all the information thus obtained, 
made the best list he could. The notes were specified in the 
list of creditors, under the names of the respective endorsers." 

Mr. Cannon, the other assignee, confirms this and says, "it 
was a matter of surprise to me, that the list of creditors was 
as correct as it was." 

This is the manner in which the inventory and list of creditors 
were made out. The Bishop had been sick, from November, 1848, 
and unable to attend to them ; and they were made, at first, 
for a meeting of creditors, when it might be supposed the 
Bishop and his friends would desire to make the assets show 
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to the best advantage. They were afterwards revised, and 
added to the assignment. 

When the Bishop was called upon to make affidavits, he was 
still sick, coniSned to his room, weighed down with pain and 
the difficulties of his situation. He said expressly, he must 
rely upon his assignees, for the proper valuation of his pro- 
perty. John Rodgers, Esq., the Master in Chancery, before 
whom both affidavits were taken, says in his testimony — it was 
on the 29th of March, 1849, he thinks, ** I was called upon 
by Mr. Cannon. The affidavits were both drawn by me, at 
the request of Garret S. Cannon, or Robert B. Aertsen. They 
were both in the room at the time, and the Bishop was not 
there ; immediately after the Bishop came in, having been 
called. I read the affidavits to him and asked him, if he knew 
the contents of the lists. As they were long, I did not think 
it worth while to read them over to him. Bishop Doane said 
he believed he knew what the contents of the lists were. He 
immediately asked if the oaths were peremptory. The reply, 
I believe, by Mr. Cannon, and possibly by myself, was, that 
they were only according to the best of his knowledge and 
belief. I think the affidavits were so drawn, and that I said 
to the Bishop at that time, that they were so drawn. The 
Bishop was very ill at the time. I think he was sick in bed." 

This is all the evidence before the Committee, as to the 
manner and circumstances of the Bishop's making the affida- 
vits named in the 18th and 19th specifications. The manner 
of the Bishop certainly shows no sign of deliberate, wilful 
crime, nor even of inattention and rashness in taking his 
solemn oath. Sickness, and the absence of proper books and 
accounts, put it out of his power, and much more out of the 
power of strangers, to make the lists correct. He was con- 
stantly sending memoranda to the assignees ; thereby showing 
his desire to have it correct, instead of false and fraudulent. 

The 19th specification sets out various persons and corpora- 
tions, creditors, as it- is alleged, of the Bishop, which were not 
included in the list ; and charges upon the Bishop a disregard 
of his oath. In regard to one of these, the Hon. E. B. D^ 

J 
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Ogden states^ that the note held by the People's Bank at Pat- 
terson, was endorsed by the Rev. Mr. Germain and himself; 
and that more than six months before the assignment, by agree- 
ment with the Bishop, he had assumed to pay it, and had so 
informed the Cashier of the Bank. The note, therefore, had 
not been protested, but lay there, unpaid, at the time of the 
assignment, without the knowledge of the Bishop ; he supposing 
it had been paid and was no longer outstanding. This is the 
same note referred to in the printed Beport of the Keceivers 
of that Bank ; though wrongly described in it. 

Mr. Zantzinger had been a creditor, but he cancelled his 
note before the assignment, and sent it to the Bishop through 
Mr. Aertsen ; desiring no longer to be considered a creditor. 
He insisted on doing this. His name had been on the list of 
creditors ; but, upon his giving up his debt to the Bishop, and 
desiring it, his name had been stricken off. This your Com- 
mittee learn from the testimony of the assignees. 

Of Mr. Page and Mr. Hooker, your Committee have already 
remarked. 

Mr. Aertsen says. The debts due from the Bishop to Henry 
R. Cleveland, Wm. Chester, Sarah C. Robardett, Isaac B. 
Parker and others, in trust, and Isaac B. Parker and others. 
Trustees, named in this specification, were all mortgage debts ; 
and especially noticed in the deed of assignment of the Bishop, 
as encumbrances on the Real Estate, and deducted from the 
value thereof. 

This also appears from the deed itself. (Exhibit E.) 

It is true, that, by so placing the creditors, they were not, 
technically, in the list of creditors sworn to by the Bishop. 
But they were in the same paper. That paper had been pre- 
pared by his counsel, one of the assignees. Your Committee 
do not suppose, that the Bishop had sufficient legal knowledge, 
to know in what particular part of the papers the names of 
these creditors ought to be* placed. He trusted that to his 
counsel. He knew they were named, and the account of their 
claims mentioned in the deed. Hence, there could have been 
OP design in leaving those names out of the list. 
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Mr. Aertsen further states, that " the notes in the Prince- 
ton, Morris County, Bucks Co., Medford and Camden Banks, 
were all included, either under the head of notes endorsed by 
Deacon and Hays, or in an item of $4447.36, under the head 
of notes whose endorsers are uncertain. That due in the 
Trenton Bank was included in the amount set down as due 
Thomas Milnor. It was not known by me, or by the Bishop, 
as I believe, that Gideon Humphrey held any of his paper." 
The notes he held were Deacon's or Hays' endorsements. 

Mr. Aertsen further says, «I have looked over all the spe- 
cifications in the presentment, having reference to the omissions 
of the names of creditors, and find none which are not included 
under some head; except the Episcopal Fund, that of Herman 
Hooker, and a few ohecks for small amounts." 

It has not been shown to the Committee, that the list was 
deficient in stating the correct amounts due to the different 
creditors. But, if it is, the only wonder is, that it is so nearly 
correct* 

In both of these specifications and in the evidence which 
they have taken thereon, your Committee can discover no in- 
tentional disregard of his oath by the Bishop, no evidence of 
criminal intent on his part ; but on the contrary every effort to 
enable his assignees, to make the inventory and list as accurate 
as posdible. 

His sickness and the confusion and complication of his busi- 
ness, at the time of his assignment, made mistakes almost in- 
evitable: and shall they be imputed as crimes; when, if they 
were crimes, they were perpetrated without object, and in the 
face of the laws of the land, and with a certainty of immediate 
detection? 

It would seem to your Committee that worldly charity, to 
say nothing of the obligations of Christians, to be charitable, 
would ascribe the character of unintentional mistakes to these 
omissions or irregularities ; and not characterize them, as a de- 
liberate and wilful disregard of solemn oaths. 

Spec. 20th. Although no direct evidence has been given 
upon the 20th Specification, which charges the Bishop with 8 
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mittee believe it is true. It shows that he is not a methodical 
business man ; and forms one of the best excuses, which the 
evidence has brought to light, for the few mistakes and irre- 
gularities, which he and those who have managed his affairs, 
have made, in connection therewith. 

Spec. 2l8t. The 21st Specification charges an improper 
sale by the assignees of the Bishop's personal property; and 
especially of the Library, and his acquiescence therein. 

By reference to the testimony of Messrs. Garthwaite, Powell, 
Woolman, Aertsen and Cannon, the Convention will probably 
be convinced, that the sale was in all respects according to the 
laws of the land, and conducted in the usual manner. 

Mr. Garthwaite says, he was present, that the sale was 
public, open and largely attended. Messrs. Hays and Deacon 
were present, most of the day. Every one had an opportunity of 
bidding ; and there was competition. « The property sold, I 
think, as a whole, brought a full price. I think the articles 
brought a fair price. The Bishop was not present, and had 
nothing to do with the sale. He was sick in his room at the 
time ; and was preset only when the goods in that room, and 
the adjoining one, were sold.*' 

Mr. Powell says, he resides in Burlington, and has been en- 
gaged in the book business for twenty-five years. He was 
present at the sale. '^ The sale was public and conducted in the 
usual way. An opportunity was given to every one to buy, who 
wished. I was present when the library was sold. It was sold 
in the same way as the other articles. The books were sold 
by the set and by the volume. The name of the book or work 
was given when it was set up for sale. Miss Watson bought 
the principal part of the books. I think the books brought 
fully as much, as they would at a public sale, in Philadelphia." 

Mr. Woolman says, '< I was the clerk of the sale ; it was 
conducted fairly and openly; a great. many persons were in 
attendance, including a number of the Bishop's creditors." 
" There was considerable competition in the bidding.'' " I 
thought the articles brought a fair price. Articles were put up 
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singly and sold with the privilege. Pianos were invariably 
sold single.'' 

Messrs. Cannon and Aertsen, the assignees, say that the 
sale was on the 18th day of April 1849, and the Committee^ 
have placed among their evidence the vendue Book marked 
Exhibit L. « The sale was advertised according to law, and 
all the proceedings were legal. It was an open, public sale. 
The house was crowded. A good many of the Bishop's cre- 
ditors were present : Hays, Deacon, Shreve and others. Every 
possible facility was ofifered for persons present to purchase. 
The crier was repeatedly told, to give time to the persons to 
bid, who wished to do so. Whenever a large lot of the same 
goods were put up, one was offered with the privilege of taking 
part or all ;" « giving every person a fair chance to buy in 
small or large quantities, as they might see proper. The sale 
amounted to $11,293.96." « The books of the Bishop's li. 
brary were sold in sets, small lots and single copies by the 
volume ; and it was proclaimed that any particular book, which 
any person desired, would be put up at any time." "I believed 
then, that they brought a full auction value ; and have since 
been confirmed in that opinion." « Miss Caroline Watson pur- 
chased the whole of the Bishop's library, at the assignees* 
sale and paid for it to the assignees. Mrs. Sarah P. Cleve- 
land afterwards purchased the library from Miss Watson, at 
the same price she paid for it at the sale ; and is now the owner 
of all the books, which were included in the library. She is 
now a member of the Bishop's family." 

The household furniture was purchased at the sale by Mr, 
Ed. N. Perkins ; who paid the assignees for it and leaves it at 
Eiverside, for the use of his mother, Mrs. Doane. 

Mr. Cannon says, the creditors generally understood at the 
sale, that the great hope of the Bishop's being able to pay his 
debts, was in the success of the Institutions ; and that the fur- 
niture and property of these should be bought in for the pur- 
pose of continuing the schools. The Trustees of the College and 
Commissioners of the Hall, respectively, purchased the furni- 
ture. (< I have made a great many sales, as Administrator am 
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nounced the goods, holding the inventory in my hand, going 
from room to room ; and frequently proclaimed that all should 
have a fair chance." Mr. Hays, instead of complaining of the 
Bishop's improper conduct at that time, offered to furnish 
money to buy in the goods, so that the Bishop might go on 
with his schools. ^'I thought the books brought a fair auc- 
tion price, many of them more than I should have been willing 
to give for them." The Bishop in no way interfered with the 
sale, for he was sick in his room* Mi;^ Gannon further says, 
that the vendue book consists of 47 pages, comprising over 1700 
lots of goods. 

The mortgaged property was sold for the amount of the in- 
cumbrances; lots on Pearl Street, named in the inventory, at 
four to five dollars per foot. 

Your Committee cannot perceive wherein a sale is fraudu- 
lent, or conducted improperly, when it is made as this was. 
Every requirement, both of the law and of prudence, seems to 
have been observed*by the assignees : and numerous witnesses, 
who are business men, and acquainted with such matters, all 
testify to the fairness of the sale, and the full auction price, 
which the articles brought. The Library was properly exposed 
to sale by sets, by the volume, in the presence of a large as- 
semblage of people^ and every inducement held out to invite 
bidding. The library is now owned by another ; who being a 
member of the Bishop's family permits him to use it. 

If there be any thing improper in all this, your Committee 
have as yet been unable to discover it. The sale was not only 
legal and fair in all respects, but it seems, the Bishop from his 
sickness, as well as for other reasons, had no connection with 
it. And your Committee cannot consider it improper for him, 
now to use the library, which the kindness and generosity of 
another has tendered to him. 

Spec. 22i. Your Committee's report upon the 22d Speci- 
fication, must be mainly gathered fropa what has been said of 
the others. There are no particulars given of the imposition 
of the Bishop upon the confiding trust of the persons named 
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therein. No evidence has been giveri'to the Committee upon 
this Specification, farther than the indirect light, which the 
testimony npon other matters, in which the same persons are 
mentioned, throws upon it. This is the only place where the 
Rev. Dr. Ogilby is mentioned. The others have all been con- 
sidered, except the case of Mrs. Winslow, which your Com- 
mittee will remark upon under the 24th Specification. 

Spec. 23c2. In the 23d Specification the Bishop is charged 
with attempting to intimidate and threaten Messrs. Sherman, 
Hays and Deacon. 

In regard to the case of Rev. Mr. Sherman, which is said 
to have occurred in the Diocesan Convention, held at Burling, 
ton, 1849, when so many were present and acquainted with all 
that passed, your Committee might be excused for passing it 
over in silence. But as some testimony has been given them 
upon the matter, they report it to the Convention. 

By reference to the testimony of Mr. Aertsen, the particu- 
lars of the case will be found. Mr. Sherman called fer the 
reading of the Treasurer's report, for the purpose of examin- 
ing the state of the Episcopal Fund. It was on the evening 
of the second day. The Treasurer, Mr. Germain, had left the 
Convention for the purpose of attending the evening service, 
at St. Mary's Hall. The Bishop requested and insisted, that he 
should be sent for, which was done. Nothing like intimidation 
of any one, or objections of any kind, were made by the Bishop* 
On the contrary, the Convention would not have sent for the 
Treasurer, had not the Bishop insisted upon it. Your Com- 
mittee have no further evidence upon this part of the case ; Mr. 
Sherman having refused to come before them, as will appear 
by reference to the correspondence. No. 17 and 19. 

No evidence has been laid before the Committee, as to the 
alleged threats against Mr. Hays, and they have nothing to re- 
port thereon. 

As to the threats against Mr. Deacon, in an apartment of the 
Bishop's house at Riverside, some evidence has been procured^ 

The charge, considering the age and character of the men- 
the one a Bishop of the Church, and the other a Qua! 
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both advanced in life — is preposterous enough to occasion a 
smile of incredulity, without examining any evidence upon it. 
And it seems strange to your Committee, that intelligent' men 
should attempt to give it a serious character, by incorporating 
it in a presentment. 

Mr. Aertsen says, "I was. in the hall at Riverside on the 
day of the alleged threats of personal violence against Jos. 
Deacon. The Bishop had learned, that the complaints against 
him before the Grand Jury, had been revived. We were talk- 
ing over the matter, with the Rev. Mr. Southard and the Rev- 
Mr. Bradin ; when Joseph Deacon came in with a paper in his 
hand, which he told the Bishop he wished him to sign. I un- 
derstood it to be a judgment bond. The Bishop promptly re- 
fused to sign that or any other paper; and expressed his sur. 
prise, that Deacon should make such an application, when he 
was at the same time renewing his persecutions against him 
before the Grand Jury. Deacon positively denied having any 
thing ;to do in that matter; and whilst this conversation was 
going on between them, they two withdrew into the front or 
drawing room. I heard no more until after they came out of 
the room, which was perhaps in ten or fifteen minutes : but 
when they did come out, Deacon showed no sign of fear. He 
and the Bishop appeared to be on amicable terms ; and he re- 
peated he had nothing to do with the re-introduction of the 
matter before the Grand Jury, and expressed his determina- 
tion not to appear before them : to which the Bishop replied, 
he would have to go and must go, if he was summoned. He then 
left the house, and shortly after the Bishop and Mr. Southard 
left for Mount Holly. I don't think, from my position in the 
Hall, that any loud talking could have been had by the Bishop 
and Mr. Deacon, without my hearing it; the doors being all 
open." 

The Rev. Mr. Southard says, "In the month of May, 1850, 
I arrived in Burlington about noon, and met Bishop Doane, 
who showed me a note he had just received from Mr. Stratton 
of Mount Holly, his counsel; informing him, the Grand Jury, 
then in session, were about to take up the matter of finding 
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an Indictment at the last term, as unfinished business. The 
Bishop at once determined to go to Mount Holly, and I said I 
would go "with him. A few minutes before we were ready to 
start, Joseph Deacon came into the Bishop's house. I was in 
the hall at Riverside, talking with the Bishop when he came 
in. Mr. Deacon asked the Bishop, if he might see him for a 
moment ; and they walked together in to the drawing room, the 
door of which was open. I remained near the table in the hall, 
where I think the Bishop was in sight. Mr. Deacon said some- 
thing to the Bishop, and I was attracted by the tone of the 
Bishop's reply, and observed he held a paper in his hand. He 
Spoke as if very indignant; and I walked into the room and stood 
near. I heard him say to Mr. Deacon, "I will sign no such pa- 
per, and especially under a threat. I have just received a note 
from Mr. Stratton, telling me, that the Grand Jury are about: 
to take up my case again, and you follow it up by asking me 
to sign this paper. Now, Sir, I will do no such thing. You 
shall go before the Grand Jury, and say all you have to say. 
I have tried to do what I could for you ; but now you have 
chosen to draw the sword, I will fight to the death." I heard 
no such words as, « I will kill you, I will kill you." If they 
had been used, I think I should have heard them. Mr. Deacon 
then said, that he would not go before the Grand Jury. To 
which the Bishop replied : « you shall Sir ; you shall go there, 
and I will go too ; this matter must be settled, to-day." Mr. 
Deacon said again, he would not go before the Grand Jury. 
The Bishop again said, « you must go, Sir. If you have any 
thing to say, say it. If you have any charge to make, go and 
make it." I also insisted that he should go. Mr. Deacon 
said he would go home. And the Bishop said « No, Sir, you 
must go to Mount Holly ; and we will go with you.'* The 
Bishop advised him to get in his carriage and go ; and we would 
follow after, as soon as we could get a carriage. We reached 
Mount Holly about the same time. We passed him on the r< 
Mr. Deacon went with us to Mr. Stratton's office ; whei 
waited until he was sent for by the Grand Jury. Wl 
message came, the Bishop said to Mr. Deacon, << N<m 
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yoti must go before the Grand Jury, and say whatever you 
have to say." He went. When he returned, the Bishop said 
to him, << Well, Sir, what did you say ?'' He answered, « I 
said, I had no charge to make against Bishop Doane." To 
which the Bishop replied, « Well, Sir, you said the truth." 
Mr. Deacon continued for an hour or more with us afterwards, 
at the house of Mr. Stratton ; sometimes with me alone, and 
sometimes with the Bishop alone. They parted with kind 
words. Mr. Deacon said nothing to me about threats of vio- 
lence, nor did he appear to labor under any bodily fear of the 
Bishop." 

It is sufiScient for the Committee to say, that nothing occurred 
Uke that charged. 

The charge is, that when Deacon threatened to go before the 
Grand Jury, the Bishop attempted to deter him by threatening 
to kill him. Now where is there any evidence of this ? The 
reverse is shown. Mr. Deacon declared he would not go before 
the Grand Jury ; that he had no complaint to make before 
them. The Bishop declared they would both go to the Grand 
Jury and have the matter settled ; and urged him on to Mount 
Holly for that purpose. He did go, and declared he had no 
complaint to make. He was laboring under no fear what- 
ever, as far as the witnesses could observe. 

Your Committee can find nothing in all this specification, to 
warrant the serious character that has been given to it. 

Spec. 2ith. In regard to the 24th specification, it appears, 
by Exhibit H., that in 1840, the Bishop was appointed Guardian 
of the child of the Rev. Benjamin D. Winslow, by the Orphans' 
Court of the County of Burlington ; and gave the usual bond 
in the sum of $2000 with Mrs. A. C. Winslow, the mother of 
the child, as security. That bond now remains on file in the 
proper oflSce. 

Mr. Aertsen, in his testimony, says, " George D. Winslow, 
child of the late Rev. Benjamin D. Winslow, was a pupil at 
Burlington College, when I entered upon my duties, as financial 
agent^ in May, 1849, and had been for some time previous ^ 
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low long I So not know. I was informed by the Bishop, that 
he was there without charge. He continued to be received as 
a day-pupil for one year, from the 1st of May, 1849, under 
the new arrangement of the College ; and for the two suc- 
ceeding years, up to this time, as a resident-pupil, upon the 
Bishop's account : and is still a pupil. *^ 

It appears by exhibit E. that the property of the child, which 
came into the hands of the Bishop, was $1000; audit also 
appears that the ward was and is a pupil at the College, on the 
Bishop's account. The funds of the ward are secured in the 
usual way : and it does not appear that the Bishop, by the 
influence of his office, imposed upon the confidence of Mrs. 
Winslow, to induce her to become his security. It would seem 
rather to be the natural promptings of maternal love. 

This is all the evidence upon the subject that has been given 
to your Committee. 

25th Spec. The 25th specification is the case of Mr. Carse ; 
and so far as your Committee have been able to discover, the 
Bishop was not compelled to compromise the matter at all. 
That he may have promised to pay it before he was able to do 
BO, is probably true. 

Mr. Aertsen says, « I know nothing hoy the debt of Wm. 
Carse was contracted, further than this ; William Carse was 
the Bishop's gardener, head farmer, and superintendent of the 
gas house, and attended to all the expenses necessary for 
these matters. He told me that his claim consisted princi- 
pally of his wages, and the expenses of these matters, of which 
he had charge, during the time of the Bishop's sickness, from 
Noveriiber, 1848, to the spring of 1849. Carse had been in 
the Bishop's employ for several years, and enjoyed his full 
confidence. The whole of that debt was paid ofi* in less thau 
six months after the 1st of May, 1849." 

Your Committee can find nothing in this specification, upon 
which to found a charge of crime or immorality. 

26th Spec, The 26th specification consists of the charge of 
unbecoming expensiveness of living. 

Several witnesses have been examined by your Committed 
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upon this specification ; and they hereby give the result of 
their investigation thereupon. 

The Rev. R. J. Germain says, " I have been very familiar 
■with the Bishop's manner of living, since 1839. I was in his 
house habitually, and knew as much of his manner of living as 
of my own. I mean oT the expenses of the Bishop's family ; 
these expenses would not by any means equal the amount of 
what I know to be Mrs. Doane's private income." 

The Hon. E. B. D. Ogden ; says « During the last four 
years I have been a great deal in Bishop Doane's family, and 
at his table, and have observed retrenchment in his expenses, 
and a marked economy in living, considering the amount of 
Mrs. Doane's income. I never, at any time, knew any ex- 
travagance in Bishop Doane's living. For the last ten years I 
have often been his guest; and never saw any thing that woul'd 
justly subject him to the charge of extravagance of living.'* ^ 

Mrs. Sarah P. Cleveland says : « that she has been ac- 
quainted with the arrangements of Bishop Doane's household 
for several years, but more particularly during the last four- 
teen months, and that retrenchment and economy have been 
strictly observed ; that she has personally managed the es- 
tablishment for more than a year last past, and hence she has 
accurate knowledge of the expenses ; that the costs of living 
have been very much less than the amount of Mrs. Doahe's 
income : the balance thereof having been applied towards the 
discharge of some of Bishop Doane's indebtedness. Having 
passed a portion of every year at Burlington, she is confident, 
from her own observation and knowledge, that the annuity of 
her mother, which had been at the disposal of the Bishop 
before his failure, was fully adequate to meet the annual ex- 
penditures of the family." 

Mr. J. C. Garthwaite says: "I have been intimately ac- 
quainted with the Bishop for twelve years. During that time I 
have been frequently a guest at his house. I have never ob- 
served any extravagance in his manner of living, during that 
time. Since the assignment, the Bishop has retrenched his 
expenses, to a great extent. I should think his expenses had 



*7 

not equalled the amount of Mrs. Doane's income at any one 
time ; and since the assignment thej have not reached one-half 
of her income, I think." 

. Mr. S. R. Gummere says: "I then" (summer of 1840) 
"first became acquainted with the amount of the Bishop's 
annual private income, independent of the school. I was 
informed by him that this loan was for the purpose of keeping 
the school good ; and from my knowledge of his mode of living, 
as to his family expenses, I thought this was the fact, believing 
that he did not live up to his private income." 

The Rev. Saml. L. Southard says : " I do not think, from 
my observation of the manner of the living of Bishop Doane, 
that his family expenses were more than the half of the income 
of Mrs. Doane. My opportunities of observation have been 
very frequent, for a series of years. Since his failure, I have 
observed a marked change in his mode of living, his expenses 
being apparently much reduced.'' 

It will be perceived that the charge is not true in fact; 
besides, it appears that Mrs. Doane's income much more than 
paid the expenses of the family. The overplus, and all the 
Bishop's income from other sources, were expended in the 
cause of Christian education. 

21th Spec. The 27th Specification is founded on the alleged 
falsehoods of the Bishop's Protest and Appeal. 

That together with the evidence and Exhibits, and the pre- 
vious remarks of the Committee thereon, are now before the 
Convention. Almost every matter which is therein alleged to 
be a falsehood, has been already reported upon, directly or in- 
directly, by your Committee. A few only remain to be noticed. 

Mr. Aertsen says : " I was present at a conversation between 
the Bishop and Michael Hays, on the 7th day of February 
last, in my office in Burlington, when Michael Hays said, he 
told the Grand Jury of Bitrlington county, that he did not 
come before them to make a complaint ; the Bishop replied, 
you said more. You said you had no complaint to make against 
me. Ho replied, may be I did say so. It is recorded, I suppose^ 
what I did say." 
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It is true, as your Committee have ascertained, that the 
£ey. Mr. Starr^ in his pamphlet, did prefer charges against 
the Bishop. 

Your Committee have also ascertained that both the Bishop 
and Mr. Stubbs were mistaken in the fact, that the Bishop was 
the bearer of a letter from the Treasurer of the Society for 
the Promotion of Christian Knowledge to Mr. Stubbs, contain- 
ing the funds of the Society. 

It appears by the letter of the former Treasurer that he 
paid the funds personally to Mr. Stubbs, and took his receipt 
therefor. It appears that the recollection of both the Bishop 
and Mr. Stubbs, in this respect, was at fault. 

Your Committee are satisfied, however, that it was a mistake, 
honestly conceived and entertained by both, and that no inten- 
tional misrepresentation was made. 

In relation to the charge that it was through the Bishop's 
personal persuasion, and bis efforts to arrange compromises 
with two of his creditors, that the proceedings before the Grand 
Jury of Burlington county were dropped, your Committee havd 
taken some evidence. That of the Bev. Mr. Southard has 
already been laid before the Convention, and your Committee 
have only to refer to it. In addition to this, Mr. Stratton 
testifies as follows : — '^ In all this, I heard no talk of any com- 
plaint of a criminal nature on the part of Deacon, or any 
threat of going before the Grand Jury ; nor do I suppose or 
believe that any inducements or threats were held out by the 
Bishop to Mr. Deacon, to prevent him from going before the 
Grand Jury, if he saw fit. Nothing of the kind took place in 
my presence. On the second day of the court I learned that 
the Grand Jury had taken up Deacon's complaint, as unfinished 
business; and had ordered process to issue for the attendance of 
witnesses. I at once wrote a note to the Bishop. Her came 
out to Mount Holly. Wh^fi I went to my oflSce from the court, 
I found Bishop Doane, Bev. Samuel L. Southard, Rev. B. J. 
Germain, I think, and Jos. Deacon, seated in the back room 
of my ofiSce, and engaged in friendly conversation. Just as I 
got to my office door, an officer came and inquired if Jos. 
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P.eacon tt as in m j office. I replied that I had been absent 
from my office for some time, and could not saj : but he could 
Falk in and see. On finding Mr. Deacon, the officer informed 
him he had a process for him to appear before the Grand Jury. 
Deacon said he would not go. The officer then told him he 
should be obliged to take him. Mr. Deacon consulted mo 
about it. I told him the nature of the process, and that ho 
was obliged to obey it. He said he had iu> wish or intention 
of making a complaint against Bishop Doane, and wanted to 
know what he should tell them. I said, * tell them the truth ; 
if you have no complaint to make against the Bishop, tell 
them so.' He then left my office, and I saw nothing more of 
him that day." 

The Biphop has stated in his Protest and Appeal, that ho 
continued to enjoy uninterrupted and undiminished, the confi- 
dence of his Convention, the confidence of his Diocese, the 
confidence of his Parishioners, the confidence of the Trustees 
find Patrons of the College and Hall, the confidenoe of his 
friends, and the confidence of the community. 

This is denied by this specification, and it is charged that 
the Bishop knew it to be a falsehood. 

The confidence of his Convention and Diocese is a matter of 
public notoriety. 

The records of the Convention show in what estimation he 
is held, and with what unanimity that confidence is expressed. 

As to the confidence of the community, his friends, the 
Trustees and Patrons of the Hall and College, and of his 
parishioners, some of the best men, who have best and longest 
known him, and of them, several who have no special reason 
for defending his character against jassaults, have been 
examined by your Committee upon those points* They all 
speak .with one voice, and without hesitation; 

The Rev. Mr. Germain wys ; " The confidence of the commu* 
pity of the city of Burlington, of which he is a member, is not 
diminished in the Bishop ; that he is well acq^uainted with tho 
community, and knows this to be the fact/' 

4 
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Mr. P. "Woolman says : " I have never heard dishonest or 
dishonorable motives attributed to the Bishop in his failure." 

Mr. S. R. Gummere says : " I have no doubt the Bishop's 
ruling motive, in commencing the school, was to do good, with- 
out any private motive whatever. From all my knowledge of 
the Bishop, and it has been pretty extensive, 1 don't believe he 
ever intended to wrong any man out of a cent. And I have 
no kind of doubt^ that in his misfortunes, he and his family 
have been much the greatest losers, in a pecuniary sense J 
without taking into the account his feelings in regard to the 
matter.'' 

Mr. Thomas Milnor says: "I have always been under the 
impression that the Bishop's motives were pure, and that he 
intended to wrong no man ; that his motive and object was 
education and religious instruction. I never thought he had 
in view any private profit or mercenary considerations in the 
matter." 

Mr, Aertsen says : "I have been intimately acquainted with 
the dealings of the Bishop, and have the fullest confidence in 
the purity and integrity of his motives, in all his business 
transactions. His chief fault, in my opinion, has been relying 
too much on the integrity of others, thereby subjecting himself 
to impositions of various kinds. From my knowledge of the 
Bishop and his affairs since 1835, whan I first knew him, I 
have no doubt that his sole motive has been, in the ventures 
in which he has been engaged, the promotion of Christian edu- 
cation and the extension of the Church, without any reference 
whatever to personal profit or private aggrandizement. In my 
judgment during that time, he has appropriated his time, 
talents, and available means to those objects, to an extent, as 
far as I know, unprecedented ; inasmuch as he continues to 
devote all his means and powers to the retrieving of his affairs, 
instead of abandoning them as hopeless." 

Mr. Isaac B* Parker says : ** I have had considerable deal- 
ings and money transactions with Bishop Doane. I have no 
reason to question the integrity of Bishop Doane. His motives 
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have been pure, I have no doubt. I have never had any other 
opinion, than that the Bishop's motives have always been pure 
in his transactions with the two institutions. 

Mr. Wm. R. Allen says: "Bishop Doane's integrity as an 
honest man, was never called in question, so far as I know, up 
to the time of his difficulties ; nor has it been since by the great 
mass of the community. I have as much confidence in his 
integrity, and would trust him as far now, as the first day he 
came here, so far as that is concerned." 

Your Committee have now gone through the specifications 
seriatim; and have given the Convention the result of their 
investigation upon each, in its turn. With this Report they 
desire the evidence and Exhibits, from A. up to L. inclusive, 
should be considered as forming a part thereof. Among the 
Exhibits will be found the original list of creditors, minutes of 
a meeting of creditor^, &c., the original deed of assignment, 
with the inventory and list of creditors, and the two affidavits, 
the vendue book, and the letters, which are referred to as 
evidence. 

From all these, your Committee have arrived at the conclu- 
sion, that the Bishop is not guilty of crime or immorality, as 
in the specifications set forth and charged. That there are 
some mistakes and irregularities in the transactions, the evi- 
dence will show : but how few in comparison with the amount 
and complication of his affairs. And 4;hose, your Committee 
are satisfied, are the result of accident and unavoidable circum- 
stances, and not of design. 

Your Committee repeat their unanimous conviction, as the 
result of their investigation, that there is no just foundation 
for the charges against the Bishop of this Diocese ; and further, 
that the evidence has produced on their minds increased confi- 
dence in his integrity and purity of intent. 

In closing their Report, your Committee cannot repress the 
expression of their opinion, that the extraordinary efforts of 
the Bishop in sustaining and maintaining those institutions 
under the load of difficulties with which he was pressed, pre- 
sents the rare spectacle, in this mercenary age, of a man 
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deyotiBg his time, talents, untiring energies, and private for- 
tune, to the great cause of the Church and of religious 
education. 
All which is respectfully submitted. 

By order of the Committee, 

DANIEL B. RYALL, 

Chairman of ComrrAttee, 
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TO THE BISHOPS 

OF 

THE PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHUECH 

IN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 



The undersigned, that is to say, the Eight Beyerend William Meade, D. D., 
Bishop of the said Church in the Diocese of Virginia, the Eight Eeyerend 
Charles Petit McXlyaine, D, D., Bishop of the said Church in the Diocese of 
Ohio ; and the Eight Eeyerend George Burgess, D. D., Bishop of the said 
Church in the Diocese of Maine ; haying had complaint made to us by four re- 
spectable laymen of the Protestant Episcopal Chiurch in the Diocese of New 
Jersey, all of whom are Communicants and Vestrymen of their respectiye pa- 
rishes, touching the conduct of the Eight Eeyerend George Washington Doane, 
D. D., Bishop of the said Church in the Diocese of New Jersey, and haying 
examined into the same, with the eyidence which has been laid before us, in 
yirtue of the authority reposed in us by the Canons of the said Church, do pre- 
sent to our brother Bishops, the said George Washington Doane, as haying been 
chargeable with crime and immorality, in the matters and things hereinafter 
more particularly set forth, thereby setting an eyil and pernicious example to 
the Clergy and Laity of the said Church, to the great and grieyous injury of 
the said Church, and in yiolation of his high duties as Bishop in the same, and 
of the solemn yows which he pronounced at his consecration ; and we do so- 
lemnly demand a trial of the said George Washington Doane, pursuant to the 
proyisions of the Canons of the General Conyention of the said Church, in such 
case made and proyided. 

SPEOIFICATION I. 

That the said George W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, during the whole or 
a yery large part of the period in which he has held and exercised his said of- 
fice of Bishop, has habitually incurred numerous and large debts, far beyondf ^ 
any actual or probable means possessed or reasonably anticipated by him, 
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erer repaying said debts; the aggregate of snch debts probably amounting 
to three hundred thousand dollars, at the date of his assignment in March 
1849, when the Talue of the entire property and estate of the said George W. 
Doane, according to a yaluation made by himself under oath, did not amount to 
more than a comparatively small part of the debts as actually incurred ; a large 
amount of these debts, moreover, viz. The sum o{ one hundred thousand dol- 
lars, being a lien upon the real estate held by the said George W. Doane, which 
lien largely exceeded the actual value of said real estate, while the only means 
possessed by him for the payment of about two hundred thousand dollars was 
his personal property, which according to a yaluation thereof made by him, 
the said George W. Doane, under oath, amounted only to the sum of seventeen 
thousand four hundred and eighteen dollars and fifty cents. 

8PX0IFICATI0N H. 

That he, the said George "W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, in a pamphlet print- 
ed and published in February, 1852, entitled '*the -Protest and Appeal of 
George Washington Doane, Bishop of New Jersey," &c., in answer to certain 
allegations concerning the large amount of his debts and the inadequacy of his 
means to the discharge of the same, professes and declares that the money so 
borrowed and the debts so incurred by him were borrowed and incurred "in 
his venture for ChrisUan education in the two institutions" of St Mary's Hall 
and Burlington College, and thus in the cause and service of God : whereas in 
truth not only could the appropriation of monies so obtained to the establish- 
ment and support of those institutions constitute no proper or sufficient justi- 
fication of acts so placing in jeopardy the property of others, to the great in- 
jury of the cause of religion ; but the said assertion is without foundation in 
fkct, inasmuch as all the sums shown to have been expended on or about 
such institutions would not equal a moiety of said debts. 

SPECIFICATION HI. 

That on or about the 80th of April, 1846, the said George W. Doane, Bishop 
as aforesaid, did present a subscription paper for the building of a new church 
in Burlington, to Horace Binney, Esq., for the purpose of obtaining the name 
of said Binney, after said Binney had positively refused to said G. W. Doane 
to sign his name, or to allow his name to be signed to said paper as promising 
to pay any money to the said object, he, the said G. W. Doane did, without the 
knowledge of said Binney, write the name of said Binney on said paper, as 
the subscriber of one thousand dollars, thus inducing others to subscribe to 
the same paper and object. 

SPEOnnCATION lY. 

That he, the said George W. Doane, after writing the name of said Binney, 
as aforesaid, and obtaining subscriptions subsequently to the amount of more 
than thirteen thousand dollars for the building of said church, did on the 28th 
day of May, 1847, write in a letter to Thomas Milnor, Secretary of the Vestry 



65 

of St. Mary's Churcli, Burlington, the following statement, yiz; ''Let me here 
say, that in procuring a subscription of more than thirteen thousand dollars, 
no man or woman put in a single word of condition, or the slightest claim for 
equivalent, unless Mr. Binney so makes out his case;" which statement was 
untrue in this, namely, that several of the subscriptions, which made up the 
said amount, were conditional, and must have been known so to be by the 
said jQ. W. Doane, at the time of writing said letter. 

SPECIFICATION T. 

Thatatyarioustimes during the years 1846, 1847 and 1848, the said George 
W. Doane, then being Bishop as aforesaid, by false assertions and pretences, 
and under solemn assurances of repayment, and of security against all losSt 
prevailed upon Michael Hays, a citizen of the county of Burlington, to endorse 
notes to a large amount ; and having procured from said Hays several of such 
endorsements to notes without date, thereby preventing said Hays from iden- 
tifying said notes when they fell due, and falsely representing to said Hays 
the amount of the responsibilities which he, the said Hays, had incurred, and 
falsely representing that many of said notes were merely required for the 
purpose of renewing other notes previously given, and then about to come 
to maturity, and that no increase of previous responsibility would be incurred i 
and having thus induced and prevailed upon said Hays to give such additional 
endorsements, did in violation of his said promises and assurances, and in 
fraud of said Hays, fail and omit to apply such additional notes, or some of 
them, to the purposes for which they were given, and on the contrary did 
employ them for the purpose of raising more money, thus increasing ultimately 
the responsibilities of said Hays nearly threefold, without his knowledge or 
consent 

SPECIFICATION VI. 

That the said George W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, in the year 1848, 
falsely representing by himself and his authoftzed agents, that if he could 
obtain a loan of fifty thousand dollars, it would enable him to relieve himself 
from, and to pay off the whole of his floating debt, and that he would so 
appropriate said money, applied to Michael Hays, aforesaid, for a subscription 
of two thousand dollars, and afterwards a further subscription of one thousand 
dollars, on the positive assurance that from said fund thus procured on loan, 
the entire debt of said Hays by his endorsements should be paid, and he 
exonerated from all responsibility ; and having thus prevailed upon said Hays 
to pay the said amount of three thousand dollars, he, the said George W. 
Doane, regardless of said promise and assurance, did neglect and omit to 
apply any portion of said money so obtained to the liquidation or payment of 
the debt due to said Hays, or to the exoneration of said Hays from his respoa- 
slbilities as endorser, as aforesaid. 
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SPBOmOATIOlff VII. 

Tliat he, the said George W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, so being indebted 
in the promissory notes so endorsed, as in the preceding specifications, by said 
Hifichael Hays, in or about the month of August, 1849, procured and consented 
that his wife, Mrs. Eliza G. Doane, should enter into an agreement with said 
Michael Hays, by which it was in substance agreed, that he, the said Hays, 
should compromise upon such terms as he could with the holders of such niotes, 
and should be repaid, to the extent of a moiety of what he should thus pay, 
in annual instalments of one thousand dollars each, with interest, out of the 
income payable to the said Eliza G. Doane, by the Trustees of her late husband, 
in Boston ; and should, for that purpose, receive a power of attorney from 
said Eliza G. Doane, authorizing and directing said Trustees to make such 
payments; and said compromise haying been effected, and said power of 
attorney executed and delivered, said George W. Doane requested said Hays 
not to send said power to Boston, promising that he would himself pay said 
ttnnual instalment of one thousand dollars and interest; but said George 
W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, having paid the first of the said instalments, 
which fell due in January, 1850, has not paid the second or any part 
tliereof ; but on the contrary, when told by said Hays that he would complain 
to the Convention of the Diocese, he, the said George W. Doane, answered 
said Hays, that if he took that course, he would get nothing, for that he, the 
said George W. Doane, would put himself on his defence ; and said Hays, in 
sending his said power to. Boston, bias not been able to procure any other or 
further payment under said agreement, on the ground that another party, a 
son of the said Eliza G. Doane by her former husband, had presented an order 
from her, under which he claimed payment from said Trustees of the whole, 
or part of the sum, claimed by said Hays, so that, in fact, said Hays has not 
been relieved from his heavy responsibilities. 

SPBCrFICATION VIH. 

That he, the said George W. Doane, so being Bishop aforesaid, in the years 
1846, 1847 and 1848, prevailed upon and induced Joseph Deacon, of the 
county of Burlington, to endorse sundry notes of him, the said George W. 
Doane, under false representations and pretences of his ability to meet said 
notes when they should respectively fall due, when, at the time, the said 
George W. Doane was hopelessly insolvent ; and the said George W. Doane, 
when some of the notes were about falling due, prevailed upon said Deacon 
to endorse other notes, under the assurance that they would only be used for 
the purpose of renewing notes already given, and obtained such endorsements 
of notes without date ; when, in fact, said George W. Doane, in violation of 
his promises and assurances, not only failed and neglected to provide for said 
notes as they respectively fell due, but, on the contrary, instead of applying, 
said notes so given, for the simple purpose of renewing others, applied them 
in whole, or in part, to other purposes, leaving the notes, so to have been 
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renewed, still outstanding, and largely augmenting the responsibilities of said 
Beacon, without his knowledge or consent, and greatlj to the injury of his 
worldly estate. 

SPECIFICATION IX. 

That the! said George W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, in the year 1848^ 
falsely representing in person, and by his authorized agents, that if he could 
obtain a loan of fifty thousand dollars, it would enable him to pay off the 
whole of his floating debt, including said responsibilities of said Joseph 
Deacon, and that the money thus procured should be thus appropriated, 
induced said Deacon to subscribe two thousand dollars, as a part of said fifty 
thousand dollars, and subsequently one thousand dollars ; which said sum of 
three thousand was paid by said Deacon, confiding in such assurances and 
promises ; and he, the said George W. Doane, haying thus procured said sum 
of three thousand dollars, in violation of his said promises, never appro- 
priated the same, or any part thereof, to relieye said Deacon from his said 
responsibilities, nor has he ever repaid, or secured the repayment of the same, 
or any part thereof. 

SPEOIFIOATION X, 

That in or about the year 1846, 1847 and 1848, he, the said George 
W. Doane, being Bishop as aforesaid, did, when he must have known that his 
affairs were inextricably embarrassed, borrow of the Rev. Reuben J. Germain, 
a Presbyter of the said Diocese of New Jersey, and then Principal of 
St. Mary's Hall, in Burlington, an institution under' the control of said George 
W. Doane, and said Reuben J. Germain, then being Treasurer of the Diocesan 
Convention of New Jersey, sums of money belonging to said Convention, and 
in the hands or under the control of said Germain, Treasurer as aforesaid^ 
without givmg any security for the repayment of said money so loaned, other 
than the personal obligations of the said George W. Doane, which he very- 
well knew to be no adequate security ; the said Germain also not having given 
any security for the faithful performance of his duty, as Treasurer aforesaid, 
and it being his duty to invest said money only on undoubted security ; and 
the said Germain, as Treasurer as aforesaid, having, in order to procure said 
monies, so loaned as aforesaid, or a part of the same, at the instance of the 
said George W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, sold out, or obtained payment of 
good mortgages, stocks, or other securities, belonging to sidd Convention, and 
in his hands as Treasurer as aforesaid ; none of which loans, acts, or pro^ 
oeedings, were for several years made known to said Convention, to whieh 
said money and property rightfully belonged ; nor was such debt, so contracted, 
stated in the list of the debts of the said George W. Doane, attached to 
deed of assignment, and attested by his oath ; nor did they ever come 
knowledge of the said Convention, until brought out at its meeting ia 
1849, by specific and urgent interrogatories. 
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SPECmOATION XI. 

That the said George W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, in the attempt to obtain 
the aforesaid loan of fifty thousand dollars, as contained in specification vi. 
and IX. did represent, and induced his agents to represent, to several persons 
to whom application was made for assistance towards said loan, namely 
Michael Hays, Joseph Deacon, Sarah G. Bobardett, John Black, John Iri<$k, 
Matthew McHenry and J. J. Spencer, that it would be a perfectly safe invest- 
ment on good security, when he well knew that the only security that could 
be given was upon property already under heavy mortgages, approaching to 
nearly its whole value, and when, in fact, no other security has been given, 
and the value of the security ^ven to half the subscribers to the loan, was 
diminished by one-half, since the other subscribers were only creditor9, who 
ftmded a portion of their debt in said loan, in the hope of so securing the rest. 

SPEGIFIGATION XII. 

That in October, 1848, he, the said George W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, 
being then, as he must have well known, utterly insolvent, borrowed of the 
Rev. Alfred Stubbs, then Presbyter of the said Diocese of New Jersey, and 
Treasurer of the Society for the Promotion of Christian Knowledge and Piety, 
an association of members of the Protestant Episcopal Church in said Diocese, 
the sum of one thousand dollars, belonging to the said Society, and in the 
hand of said Stubbs, as Treasurer, and which it was the bounden duty of said 
Stubbs to invest on undoubted security, and did promise that he would, without 
delay, give satisfactory security for the repayment of said loan ; whereas, 
the said George W. Doane, in neglect and violation of his said promise, did 
give no other security than his own judgment bond, which was not satisfac- 
tory to said Stubbs, and could only be made available in certiun contingencies, 
and was thus no effectual security, and in fact did not prove available ; which 
money so loaned was not, so late as the 24th of February, 1852, according to 
the statement of the said Treasurer, either repaid or secured. 

SPECIFICATION XIII. 

That the said George W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, having for a long period 
irarchased groceries of Thomas Dutton, of Burlington, New .Jersey, for the 
use of his own family, and that of St. Mary's HaU, and that of his mother, 
and having also given his notes to said Dutton, for groceries furnished to the 
families of the teachers connected with St. Mary's Hall and Burlington 
College, did from time to time promise payment of the account of said Dutton» 
and of said notes, and utterly failed to keep such promises, so that the said 
Button, being in declining health, and possessed of but small property, was 
deeply distressed, and declared his utter want of confidence in the word of 
the said George W. Doane, and at the time of his death, just before the said 
Doane made his assignment to his creditors, did leave his family in impaired 
circumstances, through the misconduct of said George W. Doane, and to the 
great dishonor of religion and his high office in the Church of God. 
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8PS0IFICATI0V Xir. 

That in the year 1847, or 1848, he borrowed of Mr. Page, of the City of 
Burlington, who was at that time a clerk in the store of Thomas Dutton, the sum 
of fiye hundred dollars, which he afterwards repeatedly promised, but has 
erer since wholly neglected to pay, and which debt he did not mentiofi in his 
attested list of debts aforesaid. 

SPECIFICATION XV. 

That the said George W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, in yiolation of his 
solemn obligation as a minister of the Church of God, to ** forsake and set 
aside, as much as he might, all worldly cares and studies," did not only 
entangle himself in a vast and unnecessary accumulation of worldly trans- 
actions, but to the great dishonor of his office as Bishop, and relying on the 
confidence of others in his official character and station, did attempt to create 
and preserve a fictitious credit by drawing checks and counter-checks on 
various Banks, viz. : the Bank of Princeton, the Mechanics' Bank of Burlington, 
the Morris County Bank, the People's Bank- of Paterson, &c., and transmit- 
ting the same from one Bank to another, in a manner esteemed disreputable 
and unallowable among merchants and other men of business, so that his 
transactions of such kind in the single Bank of Princeton, amounted in less 
than two years, to wit: from January 1st, 1847, to October 14th, 1848, to 
one hundred and thirty-eight thousand dollars. 

SPECIFICATION XVI. 

That during the years 1847, 1848, and 1849, he, the said George W. Doane, 
Bishop as aforesaid, repeatedly and halbitually drew and delivered, in payment 
of monies which he owed, or as good and available, many checks or drafts on 
the Mechanics' Bank of Burlington, for sums of money, when, at the time 
said checks 6r drafts were given, he had either no funds to his credit in said 
Bank, or to an amount insufficient to meet said checks or drafts, and that he 
neglected to provide funds to meet said checks or drafts, when presented for 
payment. Several of said checks were by said George W. Doane drawn in 
fovor of, or delivered to Michael Hays, others to Joseph Deacon, and others to 
Mrs. C. Lippincott, and one to Charles Woolman, and one to William B. Price; 
and said George W. Doane persisted in drawing such checks or drafts after he 
had been informed, by an officer of said Bank, that such practice was irre- 
gular and must not be continued. He also drew a check on said Mechanics' 
Bank of Burlington, for the sum of twenty-two hundred dollars, and trans- 
mitted the same to the Princeton Bank, in payment of a debt due by him to 
said last mentioned Bank, when there were no funds in said Mechanics' Bank 
to his credit at the time said check was drawn or presented for payment. 

SPECIFICATION XVII. 

That in repeated instances, and on several occasions, during the years 184 
1848, and 1849, he abased the oonfidenoe reposed in his sacred office, by 
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promises and deceptive practajses, used for the purpose of obtaining money, 
credit and property ; among other instances is the following, yiz, : 

He induced by such means a young man, named William B. Price, who had 
provided funds to meet a business engagement of his own, to loan to him the 
sum of four hundred and fifty dollars, or other large sum, by solemnly assuring 
said Price, that he would return the same in time to enable said Price to meet 
his engagement; and said George W. Doane did give said Price a check on the 
Mechanics' Bank of Burlington, for the amount so borrowed, which check, 
when presented at said Bank, was refused payment, on the ground of there 
being no funds in said Bank to the credit of said Doane. 

He prevailed upon Sarah G. Hobardett to loan to him the sum of three thousand 
dollars,' by a solemn promise, to ^ve her as security for repayment a mort- 
gage upon property worth six thousand dollars, and instead thereof gave her 
a mortgage upon property not intrinsically worth that sum, and which, as 
ascertained afterwards by said Sarah C. Bobardett, was, at the time said mort- 
gage was given, subject to a prior incumbrance of twenty-five hundred dollars, 
which said prior incumbrance has been since only partially removed. 

He, the said George Washington Doane, being largely indebted to Mrs. 
C. Lippincott, a lady, asserted by him in his pamphlet entitled "Bishop 
Doane's Protest," &c., to be ** connected by marriage with his family," and to 
have been, "for many years, as one of his family," and to whom he had given 
security for the monies due her by him, did, in violation of the special claim 
arising out of said domestic relations, induce her to place said security in his 
hands, under his promise- to return the same^ which promise he has wholly 
neglected to perform, but has used the* property on which said security was 
given her to secure some other creditor or creditors. 

He, the said George W. Doane, did make, or represent, that he had made a 
collection in the parish of St. Mary's Church, Burlington, for the purchase of 
books for a parish library, or other such object, and did obtain from Herman 
Hooker, bookseller in Philadelphia, a number of books for said object, to the 
amount of about seventy dollars, which amount, though earnestly applied for 
by said Hooker, has never been paid, and was not mentioned on the list of 
debts sworn to by said George W. Doane. 

SPECIFICATION XVIH. 

That he, the said George W. Doane, so being Bishop as aforesaid, on the 
29th day of March, 1849, made an affidavit before John Bodgers, Master in 
Chancery, which was appended to a paper, or document, purporting to be 
" an Inventory of the estate, real and personal, of George W. Doane, of the 
City and County of Burlington, assigned to Garret S. Cannon and Robert B. 
Aertsen, for the benefit of his creditors, together with a list of his creditors 
and the amount of their respective claims," and immediately following what 
purported to be " an Inventory of Estate," in which said affidavit he did, in 
due form of law, ^* being duly sworn upmn the Holy EyangelistB of Almighty 
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Ood,*« depose and say, that the above was '^ a true and perfect inyentorj of 
all his real and personal property, together with the yalue thereof, as near as 
lie could ascertain ; " i^hereas, in truth and in fSeict, the said inyentory did not 
set forth the true and actual yalue of yery many articles of property therein 
enumerated; and in particular, said document did not truly set forth the yalue 
of the seyeral articles of furniture and household-goods, and other articles in 
Burlington College, St. Mary's Hall, and his house at Riyerside ; but in each 
of the said particulars the said document was grossly false and erroneous. 

SPECIFICATION XIX. 

That he, the said George W. Doane, so being Bishop as aforesaid, on the 
29th day of March, 1849, made an affidavit before John Rodgers, Master la 
Chancery, yrhioh was appended to a paper or document, being that part of 
the document mentioned in the preceding specification, which purported to be 
a ''List of Creditors," of sud George W. Dqane, in which said affidavit, the 
said George W. Doane, haying been duly sworn according to law, did depose 
iuid say that ** the above," meaning said list of creditors, was <*a true, ftill, 
and perfect list of all his creditors, with the amounts severally due to them, 
JUB far as he hath been able to ascertain, according to the best of his knowledge ;*' 
whereas, in truth and in fact, it was well known to said George W. Doane, the 
same was not ''^a true, full, and perfect list of his creditors and of the amounts 
respectively due to them; " but, on the contrary, was deficient in many parti- 
culars, among others in the following, viz. : 

It did not set forth, as among his creditors, the names of the several parties 
and persons following) to whom he was then indebted, and who should have 
been included in said list : 

It did not set forth the name of the Convention of the Diocese of New Jersey, 
or of the Treasurer of said Convention, to whom he perfectly well knew that 
he was then indebted in a sum exceeding seven thousand dollars ; 

It did not set forth the name of the People's Bank at Paterson, to which 
he was indebted in the sum of two hundred and fifty dollars ; 

It did not set forth the name of the Trenton Banking Company, to which 
hd was then a debtor to the amount of eight hundred dollars, or other 
large sum ; 

It did not set forth the name of the Princeton Bank, to which he was then 
indebted to the amount of one thousand and sevenly-seven dollars, or other 
large sum ; 

It did not set forth the name of the Bucks County Bank, to which he was 
indebted to the amount of one thousand dollars, or other large sum ; 

It did not set forth the name of the Morris County Bank, to which he was 
then indebted to the amount of six hundred and fifty dollars, or other, 
large sum. 

It did not set forth the name of the Camden Bank, or that of the I 
Bank, to each of which said Banks he was largely indebted. 
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It did not set forth the name of H. R. Cleyeland to whom he well knew that 
he owed about fifteen thousand dollars. 

It did not set forth the name of William Chester to whom he knew that he 
owed eight hundred dollars. 

It did not set forth the name of Sarah C. Bobardett to whom he well knew 
that he was indebted in the sum of three thousand dollars. 

It did not set forth the name of Isaac B. Parker and other Trustees, &o., 
to whow he well knew that he was indebted in the sum of ten thousand eight 
hundred dollars. 

It did not set forth the name of George Zantzinger, wine-merchant, to 
whom he was indebted in the sum of twelye hundred dollars, or other large 
amount. 

It did not set forth the name of Mr. Page, of Burlington, to whom he was 
indebted in 'the sum of five hundred dollars, or other large amount. 

It did not set forth the name of Herman Hooker, to whom he was indebted 
in the sum of seventy dollars, or other considerable sum. 

It did not det forth the name of Gideon Humphrey, of Burlington, to whoil 
he was indebted in the sum of three thousand dollars. 

It did not set forth the name of Isaac B. Parker and others, in trust, to 
whom he was indebted in the sum of fifty thousand dollars. 

It did not set forth the fact that there were outstanding checks, drawn by 
him on the Mechanics' Bank at Burlington, and £hen in the hands of yarious 
persons to him unknown. 

And the said list deficient in setting forth the amounts seyerally due to the 
creditors named, amongst others in the following particulars, viz : 

It is set forth that Michael Hays was a creditor to the amount of seven'teeH 
thousand and fiye hundred dollars, whereas said Hays was at that time a cre- 
ditor to Uie amount of twenty nine thousand dollars. 

It is set forth that Joseph Deacon was a creditor in the sum of twenty-three 
thousand four hundred and fifty dollars, whereas said Deacon was then a cre- 
ditor to the amount of about thirty thousand dollars. 

He, the said George W. Doane, in the particulars set forth in this specifi- 
cation, manifestly showing a sinful disregard for the sacred character and so- 
lemn obligations of an oath. 

SPECinCATION XX. 

That the said George W. Doane, while engaged during seyeral years in 
transactions largely inyoMng the pecuniary interests of many persons, as well 
as his own honor and the honor and interests of the Church of Christ, and 
being under the strongest obligations to a proportionate accuracy and fidelity, 
yet kept no true and accurate account of his checks, endorsed notes, or other 
notes, debts or engagements, and adopted no regular system of book-keeping 
at the institutions under his control; and according to his own statement, had 
no accounts whatever which would enable him to preserve an acquaintance 
with the real state of his own affairs. 
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SPECIFICATION XXI. 

That the said George W. Doane, at the sale of his personal effects in 1849, 
for the benefit of his creditors, acquiesced in the sale of the said effects, or a 
portion of them, and especially of his yalnable library, at a price much below 
their real yalue, and without such due and proper exposure for sale as would 
have made them yield the largest amount to his creditors ; and afterwards re- 
ceired the same for his own use and benefit; in Yiolatio|i of his obligation to 
be in all things an example of strict justice and self-denying integrity. 

SPECIPICATION XXII. 

That he, the said George W. Doane, in the several particulars herein before 
mentioned employed his high office of Bishop, and the confiding trust reposed 
in him in consequence thereof, in practising deception upon Presbyters, oyer 
whom he exercised power and influence, to wit : the Bey. Alfred Stubbs, the 
Bey. Beuben J. Germain, and the Bey. John D. Ogilby, D. D, and upon women 
connected with his own pastoral charge, to wit: Mrs. C. Lippincott, Mrs. S. 
€. Bobardett, Mrs. A. C. Winslow, and others upon whom such influence might 
operate. 

SPECIFICATION XXIU. 

That when an attempt was made in the Oonyention of th'e Diocese of New 
Jersey, in the month of May, 1849, by one of his Presbyters, to wit, the Bev. 
Henry B. Sherman, to obtain information as to the securities of the Episcopal 
Fund belonging to said Conyention, he, the said George W. Doane, endeavored 
to intimidate said Presbyter, and to deter him from the performance of his 
duty and the exercise of his rights : and when Michael Hays, a short time 
previous to the Convention of the iDiocese of New Jersey, in the year 1861, 
in the city of Burlington, intimated to him, the said George W. Doane, his in- 
tention to bring the matters at issue between them before the Convention of 
the Diocese of New Jersey, the said George W. Doane endeavored to deter 
him from so doing by threatening that if he did so, he, the said G. W. Doane, 
must put himself on his defence, and he, the said Hays, would get nothing: 
and when Josejni Deacon, on a certain occasion, in the year 1849, threatened 
to go before the Grand Jury of Burlington County to enter complaint against 
him, he endeavored to intimidate said Deacon, and to deter him from so doing, 
by threats of personal violence, accompanied with menacing gestures and ma* 
nifestations of great anger, and said to him, the said Deacon, '*If you do so, 
m kill you, I'll kill'you,'' the said Deacon being a very aged man, and at the 
time alone with said George W. Doane, in an apartment of his house at 
Biverside. 

SPECIFICATION XXIV. 

That he has violated his trust as guardian of the young child of the late 
Bev. Benjamin D. Winslow, by employing for his own purpose, money, tfei^ 
property of said child, which came into his hands as guardian of said chil^ . 
and not at all seooring its repayment ^ 
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aPECUIOATION XXV, 

That he, the said George W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, preyailejd upon 
!William H. Garse, then in his employ at Burlington, as gardener, to loan to 
Jiini the sum of fiye hundred and nineteen dollars and thirteen cents, and to 
4>orrow from a friend the further smn of about ^ve hundred and ninety dollars, 
for the use of said George W. Doane ; and notwithstanding his repeated prom- 
ises of repayment, he utterly neglected and failed to perform the same for a 
long period, until compelled to compromise and settle the matter by the re- 
proachful and menacing letters of said Carse's wife. 

SPECIFICATION XXVI. 

That he, the said George W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, notwithstanding 
•he has been for years in a state of utter insolvency, has nevertheless continued 
•to indulge in unnecessary and unbecoming expensiyeness of living, inconsistent 
jWith strict integrity and especially with the proper example of a Bishop i|i 
the Churoh of God, while he knew that many of his creditors were suflfering 
for the want of money which he owed them, and which he .had induced them 
to trust in his hands, on account of their confidence in his ability to p^y, and 
in his representations and promises. 

SPJBCiriCATION XXVII. 

That he, the said George W. Doane, Bishop as aforesaid, in his pamphlet 
before mentioned, published in February, 1852, and entitled <*the Protest and 
Appeal of George Washington Doane, Bishop of New Jersey," having delibe- 
rately and with solemn appeal to Almighty God, declared ^*his perfect and 
entire innocence and integrity as to all and singular the charges made against 
him," has asserted what is entirely false, and made representations which 
were adapted greatly to mislead the public mind; among others in the follow- 
ing particulars, viz. : 

. He avers that his debt was <<not personal to himself," when the whole of 
the same was contracted solely on his ovm responsibility, and under no neces- 
sity or obligation, and when a large part of the same was cdhnected with no 
public or ecclesiastical object. 

He saye ** that the Treasurer of the Convention lent him his uninvested 
^mds temporarily on his notes," when the said loans had been, and had been 
intended to be, as permuient as any others. 

He says that the Treasurer '*had a precedent for this, before the episcopate 
of the undersigned," when no real precedent for transactions like this had 
existed. 

He states that "there were several Banks in New Jersey, at which special 
IHends of the undersigned and of his work, were influential as Ppresldent and 
Gashiers, in which he was permitted to draw short drafts, fxom time tp tune, 
to be discounted and placed to his credit; " and that "at their maturity they 
were duly met ; " whereas no such permissio^i had h^n given him. 
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He asserts that '* Michael Hays has acknowledged, as can be proved, that 
he declared under oath, before the Grand Jury, in August, 1850, that he had 
no cause of complaint against the undersigned ; " whereas the said Michael 
Hays has made no such declaration. He asserts, in reference to the trans- 
action alleged in the 1st Specification of the 8th charge against him, as given 
in the said pamphlet, that ''there was no refusal of a check on the Burlington 
Bank." 

He asserts that he ''continued to .enjoy, uninterrupted and undiminished, 
the confidence of his Convention, the confidence of his Diocese, the confidence 
of his Parishioners, the confidence of the Trustees and Patrons of the College 
and of the Hall, the confidence of his friends, the confidence of the commu- 
nity ; " when he well knew, that the confidence of the community and of many 
individuals in his Diocese, was much diminished. 

He asserts that "no charges have been brought against him by any respect- 
able or responsible person; '* when such charges were contained in a pamphlet 
published by the Rector of a respectable Parish in his Diocese, with the unani- 
mous approval of the Wardens and Vestrymen of the same. 

He asserts that he was the bearer of a letter from the former Treasurer of 
the Society for the Promotion of Christian Knowledge and Piety, to the Bev. 
Mr. Stubbs, containing the funds which he afterwards borrowed from said 
Stubbs ; when, in fact, the said funds were carefully delivered by the said 
Treasurer to the said Stubbs in person. 

He avers that in all his transactioi^ "nothing was ever done but in good 
faith." 

He avers that " for twelve years he kept all his large and various engage- 
ments." 

He asserts that the investment of the funds of the Convention in his notes 
"was considered safe," and " has been perfectly secured." He asserts that "a 
memorandum" of the debt due to the Convention "was sent in to Mr. Aertsen> 
though, as it is proved, too late to be included in the list" of his debts ; when 
it was in his power to have inserted it at any moment, prior to taking the oath 
subscribed to said list. 

He states that " only ground" of the " allegation" which he denominates 
"false" that he drew checks on the Burlington Bank, when he l^d no money 
in said Bank, " was his habit of making his accounts good every day at three 
o'clock," and that "provision was made to meet the checks daily, until the 
sickness occurred ;" whereas he well knew that they had often been left with- 
out funds to meet them at said time, and that many have never been paid. 

He denies entirely having made any pretence that notes endorsed for him 
by Michael Hays were to renew notes which had been previously endorsed by 
the said Hays. 

He states that Mrs. C. Lippincott was most " intimately acquainted with the 
business, risks and relations of the undersigned," and acted, in lending him 
her funds, " with the fullest intelligence and the most perfect freedom;" when 
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according to his own statement, neither he, nor any other person was inti- 
mately acquainted with the actnal condition of his affairs, so as to act in 
connexion with them, with the fullest intelligence. 

He affirms, with reference to the proceedings before the Chrand Jury of the 
County of Burlington, that '* it was through no influence of his, direct, or in- 
indirect, nor with his priyity, that any thing was done, or not done, considered 
or re-considered ; *< when it was indeed through his personal persuasions, and 
his efforts to arrange compromises with two of his creditors, that such proceed- 
ings were dropped. 

Given under our hands, in the City of New York, this Uurtieth day of 
March, A. D. 1852. 

William Msads, D., J>. 
Bishop of the Prot £pis. Church of Virginia. 

Chas. p. McIlyainb, 
Bishop of the Prot. Epis. Church in Ohio. 

GEOsaB BusoBss, 
Bishop of the Prot. £pis. Church in Maine. 

I certify, that the above is a true copy of the Original. 

PHILANDER CHASE, 

Presiding Bishop. 



To the Rt. Rev. G. W. ]>oane, D. D., LL. D. 

Jubilee College, lU , April 2Sth, 1862. 
Dear Bbother. 
You are hereby according to Canon called upon to appear in Camden, New 
Jersey, on the 24th Day of June, A. D., 1852, and answer to the Specifications 
made in the presentment of yourself by your Brethren, the Bishops ef Virginia, 
Ohio and Maine, for trial. A copy of the presentment accompanies this official 
summons. Yours in the Lord, 

PHILANDER CHASE, 
« Fresiding Bishop, 
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Depositions of witnesses taken before the Committee of 
Investigation, on charges contained in a paper in the nature 
of a presentment, signed by the Right Rev'd Bishops of Vir- 
ginia, Ohio and Maine, against the Bight Rev. George Wash- 
ington Do.ane, Bishop of New Jersey, and laid on the table of 
the Annual Diocesan Convention of New Jersey, held at 
Newark, in said State, on the 26th and 27th days of May, 
1852, pursuant to Resolutions of said Convention : said Depo- 
sitions taken pursuant to notice, commencing on the 14th day 
of June, 1852, and continued from time to time until the 24th 
June, 1852, pursuant to regular adjournments at the City 
Hall, in the City of Burlington. 

DANIEL B. RYALL, 

Chairman of Committee. 




lilt of Karnes of Witnesses examined in following Reported Evidence. 



1. William B. Price, - 

2. John Bodgers, Esq., 

8. Rev. Reuben J. Germain, 

4. Hon. Elias B. D. Ogden, 

5. George Gaskill, 

6. Sarah P. Cleveland, 

7. Jeremiah C. Garthwaite, 

8. Joseph L. Powell, - 

9. Franklin Woolman, 

10. Samnel R. Gummere, Esq., 

11. Thomas Milnor, 

12. Robert B. Aertsen, 

13. Isaac B. Parker, Esq., - 

14. Isaac A. Shreve, - 

15. Wm. R. Allen, Esq., 

16. Thos. Dugdale, 

17. Garret S. Cannon, Esq., - 

18. Edmund Morris, - 

19. Rev. Samuel L. Southard, 

20. John L. N. Stratton, Esq., 

21. Rev. Alfred Stubbs, 
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William B. Price appearing upon the notice of the Com- 
mittee, and being duly sworn, saith: That so far as the 
transaction between me and Bishop Doane is concerned, it 
occurred, I think, on the second of July, A. D. 1848. The 
Bishop asked me if I had any money I could loan him, and I 
told him I had, and asked the amount wanted. He answered 
about two hundred and fifty dollars. I drew him a check for 
that amount; and he then gave me his check for the same 
amount, payable in one week or thereabouts. Sometime in the 
beginning of the following week, I presented his check to the 
Mechanics' Bank of Burlington, on which it was drawn ; and 
the Cashier told me there was not sufficient money on that day 
of the Bishop's to pay it. I kept the check a few days in my 
pocket, and during those few days the Cashier met me and 
told me if I had presented my check that day I could have 
got it, as there was three or four hundred dollars deposited to 
the Bishop's account on that day. I then met the Bishop a 
few days afterwards, and told him I had no particular use for 
the money at that time, and he might have it until winter by 
giving his note for it. He gave me his note for it payable in 
December, following, or thereabouts. When the note fell due, 
the Bishop sent me fifty dollars, asking me if that would 
answer my purposes at that time. I told him it would, and 
took it, and his note for the balance. That was the last of our 
transactions. Some three months ago Bishop Burgess of 
Maine and the Rev. Mr. Sherman called on me ; they asked 
me what charges I had to make against Bishop Doane, and I 
answered I had none. I stated to them nearly the same as I 
have now stated. This is the only check or loan transaction 
between Bishop Doane and myself. This was a simple busij 
ness transaction between the Bishop and myself. He 
other means or influences to obtain the money than 
have stated. I am a druggist living in the City of Burl 
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and have been in the business on my own account for five years. 
During that time Bishop Doane and myself have had consider- 
able business in my line ; I suppose one hundred and fifty 
dollars per year. 

W. B. Price. 

Sworn and subscribed this 14th day of June, A. D. 1852, 
before me 

Daniel B. Ryall, 
Master^ ^c. in Chancery , N. J. 

John Rodgers appearing before the Committee on their 
notice, and being sworn, saith : that on the morning that the 
affidavits were taken, to the list of creditors and amount of 
assets of Bishop Doane, accompanying his assignment — I sup- 
pose it was on the 29th day of March, A. D. 1849 : I don't 
recollect the precise day — I. was called upon by Mr. Cannon ; 
the affidavits were both drawn by me, at the request of Garret 
S. Cannon and Robert B. Aertsen ; they were both in the 
room at the time, and the Bishop was not there. Immediately 
after, the Bishop came in, having been called. I read the affi- 
davits to him and asked him if he knew the contents of the 
lists ; as they were long I did not think worth while to read 
them over to him. Bishop Doane said he believed he knew 
what the contents of the lists were. He immediately asked if 
the oaths were peremptory ; the reply, I believe, by Mr. Can- 
non, and possibly by myself was, that they were to be only ac- 
cording to the best of his knowledge and belief/ I think the 
affidavits were so drawn, and that I said to the Bishop at that 
time, that they were drawn so. The Bishop was very ill at the 
time. I think he was sick in bed. He came in and swore to 
the affidavits and immediately went out. He had been sick 
for some months before, so that he could not be seen when I 
called on business. The inventory attached to the assignment 
was in the handwriting of Robert B. Aertsen, and I am under 
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the impression that the list of creditors was also in Mr. 
Aertsen's handwriting. I know nothing of Bishop Doane's 
business transactions except what passed through my hands as 
a Notary Public. All my business transactions with him, 
which I had as attorney or agent for others, were promptly 
attended to by Bishop Doane. I refer to those before the 
assignment in the years 1846 and 1847. I am a Notary 
Public residing in the City of Burlington. I know nothing of 
the checks and notes of the Bishop except as I have stated, 
other than as they passed through my hands as a notary. 

The paper marked by me. Exhibit A. is a list and statement 
of all the notes and checks which have passed through my 
hands, and were protested by me as a notary. All the claims 
against the Bishop previous to June 1848, were promptly met 
by him : and I don't think I had others, until about the time of 
the assignment. 

John Rodgbrs. 

Sworn and subscribed this 14th day of June, A. D. 1852, 
before me 

Daniel B. Ryall, 
Master y ^c. in Chancery ^ N. J. 

Reuben J. Germain appearing before the Committee upon 
their notice, and being duly sworn, saith : I am a clergyman of 
the Protestant Episcopal Church, and was Principal of St. 
Mary's Hall, in 1846, 1847, and 1848, and until the present 
time, and had been since 1849. I was Treasurer of the Con- 
vention of the Diocese of New Jersey for eight or nine years 
up to 1849. As Treasurer, money accumulated in my hands 
through contributions to the Episcopal Fund, and from sale of 
stocks belonging to that Fund. I had some stock of the Far- 
mers and Mechanics' Bank of Philadelphia, which rose 
value, (having been depreciated,) and I sold it by the advic 
some lay members appointed by the Convention. I think 
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as twenty per cent. This was done on account of the inabllitj 
of the parents to pay the necessary expenses. They were the 
children of clergymen and widows mostly. In 1844 and 1845, 
when the number of scholars began to pay the current expense, 
there was a demand for increased buildings and accommodations, 
which made a large additional outlay of money necessary. 
The very success of the Institution added finally to its em- 
barrassment. There were no gifts or contributions made to 
Bishop Doane to enable him to make this additional outlay, to 
my knowledge, and I think I should have known it if there had 
been any. The Bishop was compelled to make loans to effect 
the object. I am satisfied that the Bishop expended all his 
available private means in carrying on the Institution before he 
made the loans as aforesaid ; and he continued to do so afterwards. 
The Bishop at one time pledged his private library for a loan 
to enable him to make the improvements aforesaid in St. Mary's 
Hall. When his available private income and this loan were 
exhausted, the Bishop was obliged to resort to banks and others 
for loans upon his own notes to carry on the Institution. The 
endorsements on the said notes were obtained by paying premi- 
ums to the endorsers, for the most part. When the endorsements 
were obtained, the notes were only partially used at the banks 
at the ordinary discount. On many of them money could not 
be obtained at the ordinary rates. On these the Bishop was 
obliged to raise money from others. He was obliged, some- 
times, to pay from one to two per cent, per month in addition 
to the regular interest to raise the money on these notes, they 
averaging about three months to run ; thereby making this 
payment four times a year. 

I am one of the Trustees of Burlington College, and have 
been so from the beginning. I have attended all the meetings 
of the Trustees. When the Trustees first met under their 
charter, there were no funds. The grounds were purchased of 
Mrs. Chester, upon the expectation of raising funds by contri- 
bution to pay for it. 
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The amount which the Trustees agreed to pay her for the 
ground was twenty thousand dollars, I think. The Bishop was 
requested to make collections for that purpose. But he was 
unable, on account of his other duties, to go abroad to collect 
contributions for the purpose. One-half of the purchase 
money was required to be paid, and the other half was to be 
upon bond and mortgage. 

The amount of the first payment was made up with difGiculty. 

The Bishop, Mr. Richd. S. Field, and Mr. Isaac B. Parker, 
were a Committee to complete the purchase of the grounds for 
the College. 

After the grounds and buildings thereon were purchased, 
there were no funds to catry on the College with ; and the 
Trustees met and made an arrangement with the Bishop that 
he should have the use of the grounds and buildings, as they 
then were without rent or interest, and the proceeds of the 
College for ten years ; and that he should carry on the Insti- 
tution at his own expense and risk. A large outlay was 
immediately necessary to change the buildings, which were a 
private residence, so as to fit them for a College, and furnish 
them. It was necessary also to secure proper persons for the 
government and instruction of the College, and that was done 
by the Bishop. A philosophical and chemical apparatus 
necessary for the College and a beginning of a library were 
furnished by the Bishop. This was all done by the Bishop at 
his own expense, and was anterior to the institution having 
any students. The College was chartered and opened in 
1846. 

When the increase of the students in the College required 
large increase in the buildings, the Bishop applied to the Trus- 
tees for that purpbse. The Trustees declined to do it on the 
ground of having no funds, although they were satisfied that 
such increase was necessary. The Trustees fully approved of 
the increase of the College buildings, but having no funds, they 
authorized the Bishop to make collections in their name for 



that purpose, asid to erect them if he could get the funds to do 
80. The Bishop was unable, on account of his other duties, to 
go abroad to make such collections. The Bishop did go on and 
erect the buildings and make such increase and improvements 
as were necessary for the College, upon his own responsibility. 

The contractors, Mr. Wardrop J. Hall, the carpenter, and 
Isaac A. Shreve, the mason, offered the Bishop to make the 
necessary buildings and improvements upon his own responsi- 
bility, and urged him to go on with the work. He assented, 
and they did so. This largely increased the indebtedness of 
the Bishop. There was no aid to the Bishop, that I know of, 
to relieve him from his indebtedness. I think I should have 
known it if there had been any. To meet the payments under 
these new obligations, the Bishop was obliged to resort to notes 
and discounts in the same manner as in the case of St. Mary's 
Hall. These largely increased his embarrassments. 

The Bishop, to raise funds for these purposes, among other 
means, loaned money from Mr. £dward N. Perkins, of Boston, 
to the amount of fifteen thousand dollars, and gave his notes 
payable in ten equal annual payments, with interest annually, 
out of the income of Mrs. Doane, and gave securities for that 
purpose. He also gave policies of insurance upon the life of 
Mrs. Doane to Mr. Perkins as collateral security. This was 
very expensive ; the annual premiums on the policies being very 
large. This loan was made in 1846. 

I was habitually present when the Bishop procured endorse- 
ments on» his notes from Michael Hays and Joseph Deacon. 
Several notes were presented for endorsement to them at a 
time, sometimes five or six. These notes frequently were not 
dated, and were drawn at various times for two, three, four and 
six months. The design in leaving them 'Without date was for 
convenience of use. It was the understanding between the 
parties that when the. Bishop used them he would date them. 
In a great majority of cases during the last two years before 
Jihe assignment, the notes endorsed by Mr. Hays and Mr. 



Deacon were not dated at the time of the endorsement, but 
dated by the Bishop irhen he used them. 

The endorsers I think in these cases understood the notes to 
be endorsed, not for any particular purpose, but for general 
use by the Bishop. I know of considerations paid for these' 
endorsements ; always in the case of Michael Hays, and gene- 
rally in the case of Joseph Deacon. The Bishop paid these 
considerations by checks drawn on the Mechanics Bank at 
Burlington. Checks were drawn for the consideration on each 
note. In Michael Hays* endorsements the notes were generally 
for one thousand dollars each, and the consideration for the 
endorsement was generally fifty dollars on each note. I have 
no reason to doubt that these checks were duly presented and 
paid. I know they were in some cases. There was no restric- 
tion as to the use of the notes. The Bishop was at liberty to 
use them when and where he pleased. This was generally the 
case. There was sometimes a note intended for a particular 
use, which was always applied to that use when applied at all. 
I remember a time when six or eight of these undated notes 
were deposited by the Bishop with the Bank at Burlington as 
collateral security. The compensation to Mr. Deacon for en- 
dorsements was generally different sums, and not so regular as 
in case of Hays. The reason was that Mr. Deacon held secu- 
rities which the Bishop had given him as collateral to his notes. 
Michael Hays was always paid for endorsing the Bishop's 
notes at the rate of fifty dollars for a thousand dollars without 
regard to the time the notes had to run. In 1848, these 
notes had accumulated so much, and the expense of the en- 
dorsements and discounts become so great, that the Bishop 
found it necessary to relieve himself from them. With that 
view the Bishop, by' advice of friends, attetnpted to make a 
loan of fifty thousand dollars, for the purpose of paying off 
these floating notes, and paying ready money for the current 
expenses of the Hall and College. I never understood the 
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Bishop to saj that the fifty thousand doUarft would pay off all 
the floating debt. It was not the fact, and I never understood 
him to think, or know him to say that that sum would pay off 
all the floating debt. I was present at the meeting at the 
College, when the fifty thousand dollar loan was proposed. 

At that meeting I did not understand the Bishop to say that 
the loan would pay off the floating debt. I understood the: 
Bishop to say, that if he had that sum it would disembarrass 
him, and enable him to go on with the institutions. No state* 
ment of the debts of the institutions Was made by the Bishop 
at the meeting. 

This loan of fifty thousand dollars was made in name and 
and form, but not in ready money. A part of it was made in 
notes, and part of it was made up by creditors funding their 
debts. The larger part was in notes and funded debts, so that 
the Bishop obtained very little ready money. He failed in the 
great object of getting ready money, for the purposes for which 
he wanted the loan. He not only failed in his great object^ 
but in failing to satisfy expectations that had been raised, 
increased his embarrassment. 

As far as I know, from the year 1889,. up to the Bishop's 
sickness in the faU of 1848, with the exception of a little delay 
in payment of a few notes, while the Bishop was in England^ 
he met all his varied engagements promptly. I think I should 
have known it if it had not been so. The Bishop's sickness 
comtnenced in November, 1848, and continued all winter. 

The cause of the Bishop's failure, was solely on account of 
the expenses incurred by him in carrying on the Hall and Col- 
lege. I know of no other chance of risk or loss on the part of 
the Bishop. I should have known it, if he had been engaged 
in other matters, when money was used or lost. I have been 
very fkmiliar with the Bishop's manner of living since 1839. 
i was in his house habitually, and knew as much of his manner 
of living as of my own ; I mean of the expenses of the Bishop's 
f family. These expenses would not by any means equal the 
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amount of what I know to be Mrs. Doane's private income. I 
frequently accompanied the Bishop when .he applied to Michael 
Hays and Joseph Deacon for their endorsements. When he 
applied to them^ his assurances of repayment to them were 
founded upon the success of the two schools. It was often said 
by them, at those times, that the Bishop had a fair claim upon 
the Chureh, for aid in carrying on the schools. 

The 5th and 8th specifications being read to the witness, he 
says, that ho was almost invariably present on the occasions of 
the Bishop's applying to Mr. Hays and Mr. Deacon for en- 
dorsements, and that the only assurances he gave them, were 
founded on the* present condition and future prospect of the 
two schools ; and on the expectation of aid from the members 
of the Church and friends of the institutions, which were mat- 
ters of public notoriety, and which Hays and Deacon fre- 
quently admitted might be justly relied upon. I know that 
Hays and Deacon did not keep lists of the notes endorsed by 
them, for the most part. I know from inquiries and remarks 
made by them, that they could not have kept lists of such 
notes. 

The 3d and 4th specifications in the presentment being read 
to the witness, he says, when the property now known as St. 
Mary's Hall, was purchased in 1837, it was made a stock 
concern, with the shares at two hundred and fifty dollars each. 
Different persons took the stock, and the certificates were paya. 
ble by the Bishop at his convenience, certificates being issued 
to those persons who subscribed to the stock. The whole 
amount was twenty-five thousand dollars. About two-thirds of 
which was taken in certificates. Mrs. Garret D. Wall, Mrs. 
Bradford, one of Mr. Charles Kinsey's family, Mr. Mcllvaine, 
I think, and others were subscribers to the stock. Afterwards, 
in 1845 and 1846, a subscription was entered into for the pur- 
pose of building a new church at Burlington. At this tim< 
many of the certificates of ^tock in St. Mary's Hall were at 
outstanding, some having been redeemed by the Bishop. 
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Subscribing for the new church, several persons, viz. : Mrs. 
Wall, Mrs. Bradford,, and others, at the Bishop*s suggestion, 
subscribed the amount of their certificates of stock in St. Mary's 
Hall, which the Bishop received as cash on the subscription for 
the Church. I have good reason to believe that the Bishop 
did cash the certificates so subscribed. The Bishop afterwards 
redeemed the ba,lance of the stock of St. Mary's Hall, took a 
deed for the same in fee simple, from the Hon. Garret D. Wall, 
Henry C. Carey, and William J. Watson, who had held the 
property in trust, and subsequently mortgaged the same to 
Isaac B. Parker, William Wright, and others, for some thirteen 
thousand dollars. I was conversant with the Bishop's obtaining 
the subscriptions for the new Church at Burlington, and never 
knew or heard of any subscription being made thereto, upon 
any condition, or for any equivalent. The subscription for the 
new Church was not encouraged by the Bishop in the first 
instance, because he believed the parish was riot able to erect 
a suitable one. But when, in consequence of the Bishop's 
proposing to cash the certificates of stock of St. Mary's Hall, 
as before stated, the subscriptions increased rapidly, he gave 
his consent ; and himself obtained the whole amount of subscrip- 
tions thereto which were made. The cashing of the certificates 
above alluded' to, greatly added to his embarrassments. 
• The 27th specification being read, the witness says, that the 
confidence of the community of the city of Burlington, of which 
he is a member, is not diminished in the Bishop. That he is 
well acquainted with that community, and knows this to be the 
fact. I know that the Bishop, for the payment of his debts, 
relied upon the profits of the institutions, which, in the year 
before the assignment, amounted to eighteen thousand dollars 
or more. The 1st specification in the said presentment having 
been read to him, previous to the foregoing answer. 

I have stated in this testimony that my father and brother 
loaned money to the Bishop upon his own notes only, as an invest- 
ment. The sum which my father, brother^ and myself, as an 
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individual, loaned to the Bishop, was from five to eight thousand 
dollars, varying at different times. I know that the motive 
which impelled the Bishop to spend his time, and a large part 
of his income, and incur such heavy indebtedness and embar- 
rassments, for so many years, was his desire to promote sound 
learning and true religion among men. This was the motive 
he always expressed, and I feel sure it was so. 

R. J. Germain. 

Sworn and subscribed, this 16th day of June, A. D. 1852, 
before me 

Daniel B. Ryall, 
Mastery ^c, in Chancery^ N. J. 

The Rev. Reuben J. Germain being again called before the 
GoQimittee, after the affidavit of Michael Hays of the date of 2l8t 
July 1851, taken before William Halsted Jr., a master in Chan- 
cery of New Jersey, and annexed to the charges of the four 
laymen presented to the Bishops of Virginia, Ohio, and Maine, 
had been laid before the Committee, by Bishop Doane, and being 
duly sworn, saith (the said affidavit being read, marked Exhibit 
I), that I have no recollection that Michael Hays ever called 
upon ine in relation to the two one' thousand dollar notes, as 
stated in the said affidavit ; and I think I should have remem- 
bered it, if such a thing had occurred. Nor do I recollect 
' making any such reply to Mr. Hays, as stated in said affidavit. 
I do not believe such application and reply were ever made: for 
if it had been I should have stated the matter to the Bishop ; 
which I never did 

R .J. Germain. 

Sworn and subscribed, this 24th day of June, A. t). 1852, 

before me, 

Daniel B. Ryall. 

Master ^c. in Chancery ^ N. Jersey. 
6 



82 

EuAS B« D. Ogden, appearing before the Committee, upon 
their notice, and being duly «worn saith, (Specification No. 15 
being read by him) I was President of the People's Bank of 
Paterson, up to October 1848. For perhaps two years before 
that time I had procured discounts at the Bank, for Bishop 
Doaite's paper endorsed by R. J. Germain, for diflFerent sums 
of money ; which notes were always paid by the Bishop at matu- 
rity, excepting two notes hereafter named. During parts of that 
time, the Bishop would also draw upon me drafts for different 
sums of money, payable at five, ten, and fifteen days, in the 
Bank, which drafts I would accept for his benefit ; the funds to 
take up which were always furnished by him, and his paper 
was never protested in that Bank, according to my present 
recollection. The Bishop had no other transaction with 
that Bank, except such as I have named, according to my 
recollection and belief. Before the maturity of the last two 
notes of the Bishop discounted by that Bank, upon which I was 
endorser, each of which were for two hundred and fifty dollars ; 
the last of which was dated 10th June 1848, payable at three 
months generally, and dated at Burlington, an arrangement 
was made, whereby, I was to provide for the payment of those 
two notes, and relieve the Bishop from them. I did take up 
the first one at Paterson ; and when the second one was becoming 
due I told the Cashier that I was to provide for it, and would 
hold myself liable as endorser, and not to send it to Burlington 
for collection. He did not send it down for presentment on 
the 13th day of September 1848, the day when it became due, 
but looked to me for the payment. When the Bishop made his 
assignment, in March 1849, he supposed that note was paid by me. 
I paid the interest on the note from time to time to the Bank. 
When the Bank suspended payment, that note remained among 
its assets.; but is wrongly described in the Receivers' printed 
statement. In my first interview with the Receivers appointed 
by the Chancellor of New Jersey, I told them that although the 
note was not protested, I was liable for its payment and would 
take it up ; and shortly afterwards I did take it up, from them. 
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I met Bishop Mdlyaine, of Otic, in the cars, some four or 
five days before the date of the presentment, and explained to 
him the whole matter of Bishop Doane's transactions with th© 
People's Bank, as I have before stated, in reference to this last 
mentioned note ; and supposed from my conversation with him 
that he fally understood that Bishop Doane, when he made his as^ 
signment, had no reason to think that that note was in existence. 

During the last four years I have been a great deal in Bishop 
Doane*s family, and at his table : and have observed retrench* 
ment in his expenses, and a marked economy in living, consid- 
ering the amount of Mrs. Doane' s income. I never at any time 
knew any extravagance in Bishop Doane's living. For the 
last ten years I have often been his guest, and never saw any>* 
thing that could justly subject him to the charge of extrava- 
gance of living. 

I should ascribe the Bishop's embarrassment and ultimate 
failure to his embarking in the two institutions for Christian 
Education. My knowledge of his course of life previous to my 
being connected, as Commissioner with those institutions, and 
my observation, information and experience since have led me 
to believe that his embarrassments have arisen from this cause 
alone. 

The 7th specification in the presentment being read to the 
witness, he says, that the son of Mrs. Eliza G. Doane, named 
therein, is Edward N. Perkins, with whom I am well acquainted^ 
and who sailed for Prance with his family on the fifth day of 
June, instant. Two days before his departure I called his atten* 
tion to that specification at Burlington ; and he told me that h^ 
had received the order upon the Executors of his father's estate, 
therein referred to, in the usual course of his mother's business 
without any knowledge of, or reference to any alleged claim of 
Michael Hays upon the said estate. That he was in advance 
to his mother for the amount of the order, and had received it 
to reimburse himself, supposing the executors would pay him 
the money* When he presented his order, the executors de*- 
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dined paying it, stating that Michael Hays claimed one thou- 
sand dollars out of that quarter of the annuity of his mother. 
He also told me that the executors had filed a bill in equity in 
Massachusetts, a copy of which bill I have seen, asking 
advice of the Court, to whom they shall pay the money ; and as 
to Mrs. Doane's power to make such a power of attorney as 
was exhibited to them by Michael Hays. That suit is still 
pending ; and, as I understand, the bill remains unanswered by 
Mr. Hays. 

Elias B. D. Ogden. 

Sworn and subscribed, this 15th day of June, A. D. 1852, 
before me Daniel B. Ryall, 

Master in Chancery j iV. «7. 

George Gaskill, Cashier of the Bordentown Bank, appear- 
ing before the Committee upon their notice and alleging him- 
self to be conscientiously scrupulous of taking an oath, and 
being duly affirmed according to law, doth declare and say : I 
was formerly Cashier of the Mechanic's Bank of Burlington, 
from the month of June 1845 to June 1850. During the 
greater portion of this time Bishop Doane had extensive business 
transactions with the Bank. I believe most of his business 
operations were conducted through that bank. His operations 
were very large. During the years 1846 and 1847 he was 
prompt in meeting all his engagements with the bank. During 
those years his checks drawn upon the bank were always paid. 
He frequently drew checks and drafts upon other banks through 
the Mechanic's Bank. It was of almost daily occurrence. 
During the years *46 and '47 these checks and drafts were 
always paid ; none were dishonored in 1846 or 1847. During the 
year 1848 these operations 3till continued. During the summer 
of 1848 some of these checks drawn upon this bank, were not 
met at the bank. I think they were pretty generally met 
during the year 1848, till his sickness occurred^ A great 
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majority of the checks which were not paid, were given as 
memoranda for temporary loans ; and they were generally left 
by, the parties until funds were there to meet them. The same 
parties frequently loaned him money again, after these occur- 
rences had taken place. Most of the checks which were given 
by the Bishop, as bona fide payments of existing debts, were 
met when presented. During this period of time, Bishop Doane 
was in the habit of drawing checks upon the Cashiers and other 
officers of different banks, and also upon the Mechanics' Bank, 
which checks were always met, and we did not deem it disre- 
putable'. From the fact that these checks and drafts were 
always met, and never returned under protest, we presumed 
Bishop Doane had an arrangement with the various banks, 
upon the officers of which these checks and dr,afts were drawn. 
I have some knowledge of his business operations with Col- 
Hays and Joshph Deacon, which consisted in their endorsing a 
very large amount of notes for him from time to time. They 
were in the habit of endorsing for Bishop Doane for six or seven 
years. It was generally understood that they were paid for these 
endorsements. I have no question that they were very liberally 
paid. I have paid a large number of checks to both Deacon 
and Hays from Bishop Doane, which I have no doubt were 
given to them for their endorsements. I heard Col. Hays state, 
in the Bank, since the Bishop's assignment, and after he had 
arranged for the payment of most of the notes for which he was 
liable, in reply to a remark which was made to him, but which 
I do not now recollect, in reference to his transactions with Bishop 
Doane, " that he (Hays) was better off than he had ever been 
before." I inferred from that that he had not lost anything by 
his operations with the Bishop. It struck me at the time very 
forcibly, and I remarked after he went out to Mr. James Sterling, 
who was present, that it was an honest confession ; and that I 
had never believed Michael Hays had lost a dollar by tl 
Bishop. From a rough calculation which I have made, 
my knowledge of the business of Bishop Doane and Mi< 
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Hays, I think the latter must have received from the former, 
for indorsing his paper, at least $15,000, to $18,000. The 
latter part of specification 16 in the presentment being read to 
witness, he says Bishop Doane was in the habit of drawing 
checks on the Princeton Bank through the Burlington Bank, 
which were acknowledged and met. We frequently had checks 
from the Princeton Bank on thcf Burlington Bank for diflFerent 
amounts which were met by the Bishop. Objections were made 
to the receiving drafts on the Cashier, without knowing whether 
the Bishop had funds then there. I had a conversation with the 
Bishop and stated this objection ; he replied that he had applied 
to the Princeton Bank for a discount, but that they were not in 
funds ; that the Cashier however had authorized him to draw in 
cases of emergency at short dates for an amount not exceeding 
$ 2,000 or 3,000, which he had done, and the checks or drafts 
were always paid ; and I was satisfied that the Bishop's state- 
ment was correct. I recollect a check of the Bishop drawn on the 
Burlington Bank in favor of the Cashier of Princeton Bank, for 
$2,200 which there were no funds to meet, when it was presented 
at the Burlington Bank, but whether there were funds to meet 
it when drawn I cannot say. I cannot say whether the check 
was returned protested or not. 

I believe the real cause and the only cause of the difficulties 
which fell upon the Bishop, was the enterprise undertaken by 
him, in behalf of the schools ; and the success attending them 
involved him in a much larger expenditure of money than he 
had contemplated. Not having a sufficient amount of cash 
capital for the purpose of extending his operations, he was 
obliged to hire money at such enormous rates, that it brought 
about his ruin and stoppage. I believe this was the sole cause 
of his difficulties. From frequent conversations which I have 
had with the Bishop, I have always believed that he had the 
utmost confidence in the final success of these institutions as 
the means of relieving him. Such was the opinion of some of 
his most intimate friends here, and I have frequently heard his 
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friends so express themselves to him/and urge and encourage 
him to persevere in his eflForts. 

I think the Bishop also had a just reliance on aid from the 
Church. This I learned from the Bishop himself^ who fre- 
quently said to me, when I was expressing my fears that he 
might not succeed, that he had a reasonable hope of assistance 
from the Church and the friends of the Church. This idea 
was also corroborated by conversations which I had with 
others, who were friends of the Bishop and of the Church. 
I know that many of the notes endorsed by Hays and Deacon, 
were without date. On one occasion, the Bishop applied for a 
temporary loan at the Bank here, which the officers of the Bank 
agreed to furnish, provided he would leave with the Bank some 
collateral security. He did, and the loan was granted. The 
security consisted of his own notes endorsed, a part by Michael 
Hays, and a part by Jos. Deacon. At that time the Bishop 
had 8 or 9 of these notes for $1000 each, the dates of which 
were blank, a part endorsed by Hays and part by Deacon. I 
had seen notes of the same kind in the Bishop's possession 
previous to that time. I believe it was a customary thing for 
him to have these notes with the dates blank. I have fre- 
quently seen the Bishop pull out the notes of Joseph Deacon, 
which we were in the habit of discounting, and fill up the time 
of payment and date. I consider a fair construction of this 
arrangement was, that the Bishop had paid for these endorse- 
ments, and had a right ^o use them to suit his own convenience. 
I looked upon them as fair articles of merchandize. I think 
we never discounted a note for the Bishop with the endorse- 
ment of Michael Hays upon it, according to my recollection. 
It is not an unusual thing for a person who is doing business 
to a considerable amount with a Bank, to draw a check upon 
the Bank when he has not the funds in Bank to meet the check. 

I know Bishop Doane had accommodations with many Banks 
in New Jersey with which he kept accounts, and for the pro-^ 
ceeds of which he was in the habit of drawing his ch< 
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through our Bank, which were always paid. I have no recol- 
lection that he ever deposited with us a check upon another 
Bank which was returned protested. In March last, in conse- 
quence of a card and message left at mj house, I went to 
Belden's Hotel, in this city, and there saw the Rt. Rev. Bishop 
Burgess of Maine, and the Rev. Mr. Sherman of New Jersey. 
Bishop Burgess stated that they were investigating the charges 
against Bishop Doane, and were desirous of procuring such 
testimony as related to these charges. I stated that although 
I did not want to have any thing to do with it, I would answer 
any proper questions they might put to me. I stated to' them 
generally what I have here stated in relation to the banking 
operations of the Bishop, but perhaps not quite so fully. 

GEO. GASKILL. 

AflSrmed and subscribed before me, this 15th day of June, 
1852. 

DANIEL B. RYALL, 

Master^ ^c,y in CKy^ N. J. 

The statement of Mrs. Sarah P. Cleveland touching some 
of the Specifications in the Presentment of the three Bishops 
against Bishop Doane. 

She says, that the third particular in specification number 
seventeen, to her knowledge is not correct. 

That Mrs. Lippincott could not hav% placed securities in the 
Bishop's hands, or under his control, because she had received 
none from him, excepting a certificate in the loan of fifty thou- 
sand dollars ; although she has been paid from time to time the 
interest upon the Bishop's indebtedness to her, excepting upon 
her share of $1,000 in the said mortgage for fifty thousand dol- 
lars ; and it is expected that such payments of interest will be 
continued until the principal is paid. 

She further states, that she has been acquainted with the 
arrangements of Bishop Doane's household for several years 
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past ; but more particularly during the last fourteen months, and 
that entrenchment in expense and economy have been strictly 
observed ; that she has personally managed the establishment for 
more than a year last past, and hence she has accurate knowledge 
of the expenses. That the cost of living has been very much 
less than the amount of Mrs. Doane's income, the balance 
thereof having been applied towards the discharge of some of 
Bishop Doane's indebtedness. 

Having passed a portion of every year at Burlington, she is 
confident from her own observation and knowledge that the an- 
nuity of her mother, which had been at the disposal of the Bishop 
before his failure, was fully adequate to meet the annual expen- 
diture for the family. 

Sarah P. Cleveland. 

Sworn and subscribed before me, this 16th day of June, 1852. 

Daniel B, Ryall, 

Master ^c. in Chancery^ N. J. 

Jeremiah C. Garthwaitb appearing before the Committee 
upon their notice, and being duly sworn, saith : I have some 
knowledge of the fifty thousand dollar loan proposed by the 
Bishop. 

The 6th, 9th and 11th specifications being read to the wit- 
ness, he says, this loan mentioned in these specifications of 
fifty thousand dollars was for the purpose of relieving the 
Bishop from his embarrassments. It was made under the 
advice and at the instance of many of the friends of the Bishop, 
a large portion of whom were his creditors, residing in Bur- 
lington. I was one of the persons who solicited subscriptions 
to that loan. It was the uniform practice of those obtaining 
subscriptions to said loan to state the property that was to be 
included in the mortgage which was to secure this loan, and 
the previous incumbrances upon that property. I never 
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after he had subscribed to said loan. 

The loan was obtained. The entire amount was subscribed ; 
part was paid in notes, part by funding debts, and the rest in 
cash. A small amount was paid in cash. 

Of the part that was paid in notes, a portion of them was 
available. These notes were given running from two to six 
months ; and the proceeds were remitted to the Bishop as they 
were discounted. I speak of the notes by subscribers in New- 
ark and ^dcinity, all of which were in my hands. I can't speak 
of the others. If the whole loan had been paid in <5ash, it 
would have afforded much greater relief than it did. I had 
some six to ten thousand dollars in notes, on which the money 
was obtained by me and remitted to the Bishop. 

It was the habit of those persons, of which I was one, who 
procured the subscriptions to this loan, to state that the security 
was doubtful; or rather not such as a monied man would 
wish to lend money upon. 

We based the application for the loan upon two ideas. One 
was, that it was the interest of the creditors to have this ar- 
rangement rather than to have a failure of payment, and the 
institutions fail. We also appealed to their feeling. 

The other was upon the love and interest which many bore 
to the institutions themselves, and their desire to have the 
Bishop sustained in his undertaking. I called upon Joseph 
Deacon, Mrs. Robardett, John Black, John Irick, and J. J. 
Spencer, in reference to this loan. I made this statement 
which I have before stated to each of those persons. I was 
present at the sale of the property by the assignees of Bishop 
Doane. The sale was public — was open — and largely attended. 

Michael Hays and Joseph Deacon were present most of the 
day. Every one had an opportunity of bidding if they wished, 
and there was competition in the bidding. The property sold, 
I think, as a whole brought a full price. Most of the articles 
were run up to what I thought they ought to bring. I think 
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the articles brought a fair price. The Bishop was not present, 
and had nothing to do with the sale, and did not influence it as 
far as I know. 

The Bishop was sick in his room at the time of the sale^ and 
was present when the goods in that and the adjoining room 
were sold. I have been intimately acquainted with the Bishop 
for twelve years. During that time I have been frequently a 
guest at his house. I have never observed any extravagance 
in his manner' of living during that time. Since the assignment 
the Bishop has retrenched his expenses to a great exent. I 
should think, his expenses had not equalled the amount of Mrs. 
Doane's income at any time ; and since the assignment they 
have not reached one-half of her income, I think. 

The Bishop's failure was brought about by his establishment 

of the Hall and College, and his efforts to sustain them. He 

has never to my knowledge been engaged in any other business 

calculated to involve him in pecuniary diflSculties. I don't think 

his manner of living or his private expenses have contributed 

to his embarrassments, but that all his available income, and 

more than that, has been expended by him in the establishment 

and support of the Hall and College. Some of that income 

having been anticipated. 

The motive, in my judgment, which has induced the Bishop 

to spend his time and a large portion of his private income, 

and to become so involved in debts and embarrassments for so 

long a time, has been the cause of Christian education and 

nothing else. 

The loan, of which I have before spoken, of fifty thousand 

dollars, was made under the advice and at the instance of 

friends and creditors of the Bishop at a meeting convened at 

Burlington College for that purpose, on Monday evening, the 

14th or 15th of May, 1848. 

J. C. GARTHWAITE. 

Sworn and subscribed, this 16th day of June, 1852, b^^ 
fore me, DANIEL B. RYALL, ^ 

Master^ ^c.y in CKy. 
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Joseph L. Powell appearing before the Committee, upon 
their notice, being duly affirmed doth declare and say : 

I resided in Burlington or vicinity for some years past. I was 
present at the sale of the personal property of Bishop Doane by 
his assignees. The sale was public, and conducted in the usual 
way: an opportunity was given to every one to buy that wished. 
I was present when the library was sold ; it was sold in the 
same way as the other articles. The books were sold by the 
set, and by the volume. The name of the book or work was 
given when it was set up for sale. Every body had an oppor- 
tunity to buy that wished. Miss Watson- bought the principal 
part of the books. I think the books brought fully as much as 
they would at a public sale in Philadelphia. I have been engaged 
in the book business for some twenty-five years. I have been 
acquainted with Bishop Doane and his business relations for 
some years. His business operations have been extensive for 
some years. His credit and standing as a business man, up 
till some time in 1848, was good. I consider the cause of his 
failure was his connection with the two literary institutions, 
and his eflForts to sustain them. 

J. L. Powell, 

Affirmed and subscribed, this 16th day of June, A. D. 1852, 

before me, 

DANIEL B. RYALL, 

Master^ ^c.j in Ch'y, K J. 

Franklin Woolman appearing upon notice of the Commit- 
tee, being duly affirmed doth declare and say, I am a conveyancer 
residing in the city of Burlington. I drew a bond and mortgage 
from Bishop Doane to Mrs. Sarah C. Robardett, dated the 11th 
day of March 1847, for three thousand dollars pn a lot of land 
containing about twelve acres which the Bishop purchased of 
the Rev. Wm. Chester. Prior to the execution of said mortgage. 
I caused a search to be made in the Clerk's office of the County 
of Burlington for incumbrances against the property, and 
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obtained a certificate of the result, (paper marked Exhibit 
G. produced by the witness ;) he says this is the certificate I 
obtained. I made the search ; and the body of the certificate is 
in my hand writing. I was acting as the agent of Mrs. Bobardett* 
She had entrusted this business to my care and was aware of 
the amount of the incumbrance on the property of twenty-fiev 
hundred dollars, I haying told her that I considered the property 
worth six thousand dollars. I would give five thousand dollars 
for it any day, as a speculation. The amount due on the first 
incumbrance of twenty-five hundred dollars has been reduced 
by payments thereon. to eight hundred dollars. I consider the 
mortgage of Mrs. Robardett one of the best in this city and will 
give her the money for it any day : the full amount, principal, 
and interest. I was clerk of the sale of the personal property 
of Bishop Doane by the assignees. The sale was conducted 
fairly and openly. A great many persons were in attendance, a 
number of the Bishop's creditors were present. The articles 
were sold to the highest bidder, there was considerable compe- 
tition in the bidding, no means were taken to prevent persons 
from bidding or to prevent the property from bringing its fuU 
value. I thought the articles brought a fair price. Articles were 
put up singly and sold with the privilege ; pianos were inva- 
riably sold singly. 

I know that Michael Hays and Joseph Deacon were in the 
habit of endorsing notes for the Bishop for some years before 
his failure. I always understood that these endorsements werei 
paid for by the Bishop. So far as the dates of the notes were 
concerned they were generally left blank. The Bishop frequently 
had several of these notes on hand at the same time in his pos- 
session, to be used as opportunity might ofier or his convenience 
require. When he could not procure these notes discounted in 
Bank they were sold in the street to such persons as had money 
to invest. I had no doubt of the Bishop's right to use them in 
that way. They were usually drawn for one thousand dollars 
each. From the manner in which these transactions were col 
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ducted I should doubt very much the ability of either Mr. 
Deacon or Mr. Hays to identify either of the notes as having 
been given for a particular purpose or object. On notes that 
were not discounted at the Bank we had to pay more than the 
legal rate of interest to procure the money. I have known 
Bishop Doane ever since he resided in Burlington, and have 
been intimately acquainted with his business operations, and I 
a/iBcribe his failure solely to his connection with the two Literary 
Institutions under his charge, and his devotion to the cause of 
education. I have never known him to be engaged in any other 
business which would embarrass his affairs, nor do I attribute 
his embarrassment in any way to his manner of living. For a 
number of years up to the time of his illness in November 1848, 
the confidence of the community in the Bishop was unimpaired, 
and he kept his credit good ^ from my knowledge of the two 
Listitutions I think the Bishop had a right to hope that when 
they became permanently established they would afford him 
the means of extricating him from his difficulties. I know that 
the Bishop made every exertion to maintain his credit, and 
that it was his daily habit of attending at the Bank at three 
o'clock to make his account good. I have never heard dishonest 
or dishonorable motives attributed to the Bishop in his failure. 

Franklin Woolman. 

Affirmed and subscribed before me, this 16th day of June, 
A. D. 1852. 

. Daniel B. Ryall, 
Master^ ^c?., in Chancery ^ N. J. 

' Samubl R. Gummere appearing before the Committee upon 
their notice, and being duly affirmed, saith : that he was for- 
merly the owner of the property now known as St. Mary's 
Hall. The main building was erected by me, and the school 
house as it stood when I sold it to the Bishop in the autumn 
ef 1836. The bargain was made between me and the Bishop 
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alone In the fall of 1836. I was to give him possession in 
April, 1837. I made the title to Garret D. Wall, Henry C. 
Carey and William J. Watson, as trustees for an association, 
as I understood it. I never knew anything of these gentle- 
men in the arrangement, except to make title to them. The 
whole financial arrangement was between the Bishop and 
myself. Besides the real estate, I sold the Bishop many 
articles of school room furniture, apparatus, &c., to the amount 
of fifteen hundred or two thousand dollars. Everything in 
regard to the financial arrangements was entirely satisfactory 
to me. The whole was eighteen thousand five hundred dollars, 
I think ; the real estate being sixteen thousand five hundred. 
The time when the Bishop took the property was a time of 
great difficulty in money matters ; it was just before the general 
break-up in 1837. 

The Bishop, I think, opened 'his school in May, 1837, the 
first of May, and I attended there occasionally some two or 
three years, assisting him therein, and knew considerable of 
the affairs of the school during that time. In consequence of 
the general financial difficulties, the school was smaller at first 
than he or I expected. The school did not pay its own way 
for the first two or three years, and I think it was in conse- 
quence of the general financial difficulties of the time. The 
preparations for scholars had to be kept up. The loss was 
very considerable ; it must have been. 

Such schools generally require close looking after, in order 
to pay current expenses, even when full. 

So far as I have observed, the domestic arrangements for 
the scholars, as well as the standard of provision for their in- 
struction in St. Mary's Hall, was liberal without being extra- 
vagant. 

I did become somewhat acquainted with the Bishop's finan* 
cial affairs in 1839, when the Bank at Burlington opened, 
was one of its first Directors, and remained so until som< 
in 1840, when I removed to Trenton, and became Clerk of. 
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Court of Chancery of New Jersey. During the time from 
1837 to 1840, I knew that the school was supported to a great 
extent (I can't say how much) from the Bishop's own private 
funds. In the summer of 1840, at the Bishop's request, I 
negotiated a loan for him at the Bank for five thousand dollars. 
I then first became acquainted with the amount of the Bishop's 
annual private income, independent of the school. I was in- 
formed by him that this loan was for the purpose of keeping 
the school good, and from my knowledge of his mode of living, 
as to his family expenses, I thought this was the fact, believing 
that he did not live up to his private income. That loan was 
to be paid off in instalments of five hundred dollars each, and 
the fund upon which he relied to pay it off, was his periodical 
income which he got from Boston. The instalments, I believe, 
were punctually paid, though I do not know the fact. After 
I went to Trenton in 1840, I negotiated various loans for the 
Bishop of from five hundred to one thousand dollars each in 
notes in the Trenton Banks. Those notes were not always 
paid at maturity ; they were sometimes renewed in whole or 
in part, but all were honorably paid, eventually. This business 
between the Bishop and myself continued for several years 
without any disappointment of any person. The notes were 
always accommodation notes, drawn by him and endorsed by 
me. 

In all these matters, the Bishop's engagements during all 
this time, were honourably met. I have no doubt the Bishop's 
ruling motive in commencing the school, was to do good, without 
any private motive whatever. From all my knowledge of the 
Bishop, and it has been pretty extensive, I don't believe he ever 
intended to wrong any man out of a cent.; and I have no kind 
of doubt, that in his misfortunes, he and his family have been 
much the greatest losers, in a pecuniary sense, without taking 
into the account his feelings in regard to the matter. After 
the Bishop purchased the hall, he made extensive and expen- 
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«Te iiriprovements to the property, for the accommodation of a 
larger number of pupils than it had ever held. 

Samuel H. Gitmmerb. 

AflSrmed and subscribed, this 16th day of June, 1852, 
before me, 

Daniel B. Rtall, 
Master^ S^c.^ in Chancery y N, J. 

Thomas Milnor, appearing before the Committee upon their 
notice, and being duly affirmed, saith, I am acquainted with 
the history of the commencement of the attempt to build a new 
Church at Burlington. The Bishop prepared a subscription 
paper, and procured subscriptions for the purpose, to the amount 
of about thirteen thousand dollars. I have the original sub- 
scription paper. It has no conditions attached to the subscrip- 
tions, and I never heard of any equivalent being claimed or 
expected, in whole or in part in consideration of those sub- 
Bcriptions. I remember the Bishop made himself personally 
responsible for a portion of those subscriptions. A portion of 
the subscribers were stockholders in St. Mary's Hall. These 
persons subscribed to the new Church in money, and the Bishop 
paid those subscriptions in full. He paid in all, about one-half 
of the subscription, about six thousand dollars. The paying 
this sum, was a great inconvenience to the Bishop. The sub- 
scription was made in 1845, and the payments by the Bishop 
were made in 1847 and 1848. I have always been of the opinion 
that the Bishop's embarrassments and failure, arose from his 
connection with his schools solely. He was in no other busi- 
ness that would occasion financial loss or difficulty, that I am 
aware of, and I think I should have known it if he had been. 
So far as my knowledge goes, the Bishop's business engage- 
ments and relations have been honorable, fair, and just. I 
have always been under the impression that the Bishop's 
motives were pure, and that he intended to wrong no man. 

7 
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That his motive and object was education and religious instruc- 
tion. I nerer thought he had in view any private profit or 
mercenary considerations in the matter. 

Thomas Milnor. 

AflSrmed and subscribed, this 16th day of June, A. D. 1852, 
before me, 

Daniel B. Ryall, 
Master^ ^c, in Chancery ^ N. J. 

Robert B. Abrtsen appeared upon notice of the Commit" 
tee, and being duly sworn, deposeth and saith : — ^My connec- 
tion with the Institutions of Burlington. College and St. Mary's 
Hall, commenced May 1st, 1849 ; that being the period when 
the Bishop gave up the financial charge of the Institutions. I 
then became financial agent, and have continued in that situa^ 
tion to the present time. I came first to the assistance of the 
Bishop about the middle of February, 1849, at the request of 
Dr. Ogilby. The Bishop had spoken to me in April, 1848, to 
come up and take charge of the financial operations of the 
Institutions. When I came in February, 1849, it was for the 
purpose of making a full statement of the affairs of the Bishop 
at that time ; the condition of his health at that time was very 
low. Sometimes two days would elapse without my being able 
to see him at all; from early in November up to this time he 
Jiad been very ill. He was by no means able to attend to his 
business. I know of no one about him at that time that was 
able to give his business affairs proper attention. Notes were 
.being constantly protested at that time, for want of some one 
to attend to them. 

The late Dr. Ogilby informed me, upon my arrival in Bur- 
lington, that it was necessary that some immediate arrangement 
should be made to relieve the Bishop from his pecuniary embar- 
rassments. The object in making the statement I have alluded 
to, was for the purpose of laying the same before the creditors of 
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•the Bishop. The statement was made, and I haye it with me. 
Exhibit B. being produced by witness, says this is the state- 
ment made by me at that time. A meeting of creditors was 
called and was held on the 2d day of March, 1849, at Biyer- 
side. Exhibit C. being produced by witness, says this is the 
minutes of the meeting of the creditors. At the meeting of 
the creditors the statement Exhibit B. was laid before them, 
they being informed at the same time that it was not a full and 
accurate statement, in consequence of the difficulty I laboured 
under in making it up. The Bishop being unable to aflFord me 
much aid only by memoranda. I obtained from the Eev. Mr. 
Bradin and the Rev. Mr. Germain, who were assistants of the 
Bishop, all the information they could give me, and I applied 
personally or by letter to every Bank and individual that I 
could hear of with whom the Bishop had business transactions. 
After the examination of that statement by the creditors, it 
was proposed to them by the Bishop, to surrender the financial 
control of Burlington ' College and St. Mary's Hall to three 
persons, in accordance with a plan marked Exhibit D., and 
produced by the witness. That proposition was not carried 
out, chiefly on account of Michael Hays and Joseph Deacon, 
two of the largest creditors, not acceding to it; by this time 
the creditors became quite pressing for their claims. Some 
suits were commenced and three judgments obtained. A levy 
was made by the SheriflF on the property of the Bishop. In con- 
sequence of this state of things, the Bishop called some of his 
friends together, and they unanimously recommended an imme- 
diate assignment of all his property for the benefit of his credi- 
tors ; that assignment was made on the 26th day of March, 
1849, to Garret S. Cannon and myself. The Bishop's health 
at this time was quite feeble, most of the time confined to his 
room, and all the time to his house. The papers necessary to 
complete the assignment were drawn by Mr. Cannon and myself. 
' The schedule annexed to the assignment of his personal pro- 
perty, was prepared chiefly from two lists, the one being a | 
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Germain, and tiie other being a schedule of the property i^ 
^Burlington College, prepared by Mr. Bradin. The valae of 
.the property at St. Mary's Hall and Burlington College, iras 
put down originally by Mr. Germain and Mr. Bradin^ 
respectively; that was done before the assignment was cox^ 
templated, in order to exhibit the same to the creditors, 
as these lists had not been made out with a view to the sale. Z 
Requested those two gentlemen to revise their lists, to see 
whether in view of a forced sale they would like to revise the 
list, and each of them did so, and we adopted the revised valua- 
tion generally. The property at Riverside was valued chiefly 
by myself, except the Library and the furniture in it, in which 
I was assisted by Mr. Cannon. When the Bishop was called 
upon to be sworn to the value of his personal property, he 
expressly declared, that in the then state of his health, he 
must rely entirely upon the judgment of his assignees. 

I considered then, and I consider noW that the valuation was 
a fair one. The list of creditors was chiefly taken from the 
statement I had made to lay before the creditors on the 2d 
day of March, marked Exhibit B; some errors having been 
corrected and additional memoranda furnished by the Bishop^ 
between the 2d of March and the time of the assignment, as 
the Bishop would recollect ; he having no book from which to 
furnish me with a list of his creditors except his note-book, and 
that necessarily being very imperfect owing to his long illness. 
.1 would frequently receive from him on a slip of paper the 
name of a creditor, sometimes with the amount due and some- 
times without, when I would have to ascertain the amount in 
the best way I could. There were a large number of notes 
afloat, and it was impossible to ascertain in whose hands they 
were held. I thought I had ascertained the whole number of 
notes of this description afloat, but found I was mistaken. I 
.first took the Bishop's note-book and made a list from that, 
4knd then applied by letter to every Bank that I knew the 
Bishop had transactions with and ascertained from them the 
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Woolm^n, who had negooiated a good deal of the paper, a state- 
ment of what he knew, checking the several statements one 
with another, made np the sum total of the notes. These notes 
were specified on the schedule of debts by reference to the re- 
spective endorsers, and the amounts for which they were sup- 
posed to be liable. Bishop Doane furnished me with a memo- 
randum of his indebtedness to the Episcopal Fund of the state 
of New Jersey, for the purpose of having it placed in the sche- 
dule of the list of his debts : I did not receive it for some days 
after the papers were out of my hands. Mr. Cannon and my^ 
-self acted under the deed of assignment, and made sale of all 
the personal property on the 18th day of April, 1849., The 
sale was advertised according to law, and all the proceedings 
were legal. It was an open, public sale, the house was crowded. 
A good many of the Bishop's creditors were present, among 
whom were Michael Hays, Joseph Deacon, Isaac A. Shreve, 
and others. Every possible facility was offered for persons 
present to purchase. The cryer was repeatedly told to give 
time to the persons to bid who wished to do so. Whenever 
there was a large lot of the same goods put up, one was offered 
with the privilege of taking part or all of the lot, giving every 
person a fair chance to buy in small or large quantities, as 
they might see proper. 

The sale amounted to $11,293 96. Bishop Doane was not 
present at the sale, he was still confined to his house by illness. 
He did not attempt either directly or indirectly to control or 
interfere with the duties of the assignees, under the deed of 
assignment. I heard no complaint at that time either from 
Mr. Hays or Mr. Deacon, or any other creditor, that the sale 
was not fairly and properly conducted in all particulars. I 
will state the reason why the pianos were valued at thirty 
dollars each ; experience has shown that second-hand pianos sell 
at a low price at a public sale, more especially when so large a 
number were to be sold, and shortly after the purchase 
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them I was obliged to sell five of thetn, two at twenty-five 
dollars, two at thirty dollars, and one at forty dollars : and to 
expend a good deal of money on others to make them service- 
able. There was considerable competition at the sale. The 
mortgage of $15000 on the property at Riverside given to 
Henry R. Cleveland, since deceased, was given to secure said 
sum which was advanced by the four children of Mrs. Doane 
by her former husband, to enable Bishop Doane to erect his 
dwelling there. The principal sum is payable to George H. and 
William C. Doane, children of Bishop and Mrs. Doane, in 
equal parts, on the majority of the younger, without interest. 

I have heard business men in Burlington say that the pro- 
perty, to wit ; St. Mary's Hall, Riverside and the Farm, were 
worth the amount of the incumbrances on them. I have heard 
Michael Hays say they were worth more ; others have valued 
them at less. I was present at a conversation between the 
Bishop and Michael Hays on the 7th day of February last in 
my o£Sce in Burlington, when Michael Hays said he told the 
Grand Jury of Burlington county that he did not come before 
•them to make a complaint. The Bishop replied, you said more ; 
you said you had no complaint to make against me. He replied, 
may be I did say so. It is recorded, I suppose, whatever I did 
say. 

I have recently had occasion to look into the bank books of 
Bishop Doane; I find his discounts and deposits in the Me- 
chanic's Bank at Burlington, from Nov. 1846 to Nov. 1847, 
amounted to $487,000, and during the succeeding year, about 
$496,000. The regular annual receipts of the Bishop from 
all sources during this time did not exceed $80,000. 

Had I been applied to by the presenting Bishops or either 
of them, I should have made the same statement to them that 
I have to the Committee. 

The Deed of assignment referred to, was exhibited and 
marked Exhibit E. The original vendue book exhibited and 
marked Exhibit L., containing also estimates and statements 
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by the clerk. The amount of the sales of the personal pro- 
perty fell short of the appraisement about $3,200. 

I ascribe the embarrassment and failure of the Bishop to the 
following causes : fir9t, the original outlay in commencing the 
Institutions of St. Mary's Hall and Burlington College; 
second, in meeting the deficiencies necessarily arising in the 
first years of their establishment, which deficiency was largely 
increased and continued by the number of charity pupils in the 
institutions ; thirdly, by the erection of new buildings and pro- 
viding necessary furniture ; and fourthly, the enormous sums 
paid for the use of money to meet the various expenses incurred, 
being obliged to turn over one dollar six or seven times, as may 
be seen by comparison of his Bank accounts for the years 1846, 
1847 and 1848, with his actual receipts from the institutions ; 
the former amounting to nearly five hundred thousand dollars 
a year, while the latter never exceeded eighty thousand dollars; 
being thus obliged to pay extra interest six times over for a 
very large proportion of the sum. I was present at the sale of 
the Bishop's property, and took part in it as one of his as- 
signees as before stated. The books of the Bishop's library 
were sold in sets, small lots, and single copies by the volume, 
and it was proclaimed that any particular book which any 
person desired, would be put up at any time. I believed then 
that they brought their full auction value, and have since been 
confirmed in that opinion, from the fact that a book similar to 
the one purchased by Miss Watson at that sale in two volumes, 
called " Musee Royale," for fifty dollars per volume, has since 
been sold in Philadelphia, two copies of them at auction, one 
for thirty-eight dollars per volume, and the other for forty and 
a half dollars per volume. 

The 1st specification being read to the witness, he says, that 
the statement of the Bishop's indebtedness contained in that 
specification is not correct. The indebtedness is there stated 
least forty thousand dollars too much, in my opinion. I think , 
whole indebtedness did not exceed two hundred and 
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tbousMid dollars. Over and above the real estate, and personal, 
the means relied upon by the Bishop to pay this indebtedness, 
were in the first place, the income from the two institutions, 
which, when I became connected with them in 1849, paid a 
profit of upwards of eight thousand dollars for the first term^ 
or nearly seventeen thousand dollars per year. And secondly, 
aid from Churchmen and friends of the institutions in the 
Diocese, and elsewhere. The 19th specification beiDg read to the 
witness, he says, Mr. Zantzinger was formerly a creditor of the 
Bishop, and was notified to attend the first meeting of creditors 
that was held at Riverside, ajluded to in the former part of my 
testimony. Before the day of that meeting, he came up to 
Burlington and saw me, and told me he did not wish to be 
considered a creditor of Bishop Doane's ; that he held a note 
pf the Bishop's, but should cancel it and send it to him. I 
replied to Mr. Zantzinger, that it was an act of great generosity 
on his part, which neither the Bishop nor any of his friends 
would have ever thought of suggesting. He insisted upon 
doing so, and as soon as the mail could bring me a letter from 
him, I received one from him with the note cancelled, enclosed, 
and handed the note to the Bishop. Mr. Zantzinger spoke of 
that note as the only claim he had against the Bishop, and it 
was the only one I ever knew of. The debts due from the 
Bishop to Henry R. Cleveland, William Chester, Sarah C. 
Robardett, Isaac B. Parker, and others, in trust, and Isaac B. 
Parker, and others, trustees, named in the last-mentioned speci- 
fication, were all mortgage debts, and specially noticed in the 
deed of assignment of the Bishop as encumbrances on the real 
estate, and deducted from the value of the real estate. 

The 25th specification in the said presentment being read 
to the witness, he says : — I know nothing how the debt of 
William Carse was contracted, further than this: William 
Carse was the Bishop's gardener, head farmer, and superin- 
tendent of the gas-house, and attended to all the expenses 
necessary for these matters. He told me that his claim con.- 
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sfated principally of Lis wages, and the expenses of these 
matters of which he had charge during the time of the Bishop'sr 
sickness from Novemher, 1848, to the spring of 1849. Carse 
had been in the Bishop's employ for several years, and en- 
joyed his full confidence. The whole of that debt was paid off 
in less than six months after the first of May, 1849. 

The 21st specification being again read to the witness, he 
says: — Miss Caroline Watson purchased the whole of the 
Bishop's library at the assignee's sale, and paid for it to the 
assignees. Miss Sarah P. Cleveland afterwards purchased the 
library from Miss Watson at the same price she paid for it at 
the sale; and is now the owner of all the books which were in- 
cluded in the library. She is now a member of the Bishop's 
family. The household furniture was purchased at that sale by 
Mr. Edward N. Perkins, who paid the assignees for it,' and 
leaves it at Riverside for the use of his mother, Mrs. Doane* 
I am the attorney of Mr. Perkins, and am knowing to the facts. 

The 23d specification being read to the witness, he says :— 
I was present at the Convention referred to, and recollect the 
call being made by the Rev. Mr. Sherman for the treasurer's 
account ; it was in the evening of the second day, after candle- 
light. I think Mr. Sherman gave as a reason for the call that 
he wanted to examine the state of the Episcopal Fund. Inquiry 
was immediately made for the Treasurer, Mr. Germain, by the 
Bishop, when he was told that Mr. Germain had left the Con- 
vention for the purpose of attending the evening service at St. 
Mary's Hall. The Bishop requested that he should be sent 
for immediately. That was objected to by several persons. I 
don't recollect by whom, but the Bishop insisted, and directed 
the sexton of the church to go for him immediately, and take 
a carriage if one could be had, and bring him up. Nothing 
like intimidation of any one, or objection of any kind, was made 
by him. This occurred some time subsequent to the motion of 
Mr. Halsted for an investigation that had been unanimoi 
rejected. It is my firm conviction that but for the urgency 
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the Bishop in persisting in sending for the Treasurer/ the Con- 
vention would have declined doing so. 

1 was in the Hall at Riverside on the day of the alleged 
threats of personal violence against Joseph Deacon. The 
Bishop had learned that the complaints against him before the 
Grand Jury had been revived. We were talking over the 
matter with the Rev. Mr. Southard and the Rev. Mr. Bradin, 
when Mr. Deacon came in with a paper in his hand, which he 
told the Bishop he wished him to sign. I understood it to be 
a judgment bond. The Bishop promptly refused to sign that or 
any other paper ; and expressed his suprise that Deacon should 
make such an application, when he was at the same time 
renewing his persecutions against him before the Grand Jury. 
Deacon positively denied having any thing to do in that matter, 
and whilst this conversation was going on between them, they 
two withdrew into the front or drawing-room. I heard no 
more until after they came out of the room, which was perhaps 
in ten or fifteen minutes. But when they did come out. Deacon 
showed no signs of fear ; he and the Bishop appeared to be on 
amicable terms, and he repeated he had nothing to do with the 
re-introduction of the matter before the Grand Jury, and 
expressed his determination not to appear before them ; to 
which the Bishop replied, he would have to go and must go, if 
he was summoned. He then left the house, and shortly after 
the Bishop and Mr. Southard left for Mount Holly. 
. I don't think from my position in the Hall, that any loud 
talking could have been had by the Bishop and Mr. Deacon 
without my hearing it ; the doors being all open. 

The 16th specification being read to witness, he says — I 
visited Princeton early in February last, for the purpose of see- 
ing the Cashier of the Princeton Bank, in order to ascertain the 
truth or falsity of a charge brought against the Bishop in the 
first series of charges made by the four laymen. I knew that 
the Princeton Bank had presented to the assignee a claim for 
111 balance due on a protested note amounting to about one 
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thousand dollars, and a balance on an openi account of about flf^ 
dollars. Whereas the charge represented him as owing a note 
which had a good endorser on it, and had not been protested 
in consequence of the Bishop having given them a check on the 
Burlington Bank in payment of that note when due ; which 
check was dishonoured, the Bank thereby losing their claim on 
the endorsers. I found the gentleman who had been the 
Cashier of the Bank at the time referred to, unable to aiOFord me 
any information in consequence of his mind being weakened by 
sickness. The present Cashier, however, aflforded me all the infor- 
mation in his power, and I could find no trace in the Bank of any 
other unsettled claim except the note and small balance referred 
to above. That note appears to have been originally for the 
sum of fifteen hundred dollars. Or, perhaps, it was Mr. Ger- 
main's draft on the Bishop for that sum, duly protested, and on 
which five hundred dollars had been afterwards paid. Neither 
the Cashier nor myself could by examination of the books con- 
nect this draft or note with any former transaction either in 
the shape of checks or notes. I saw no trace of the twenty- 
two hundred dollar check, or any other. 

The 27th specification of the presentment being again read 
to the witness, he says — I have examined the Journals of the 
Convention of the Diocese of New Jersey from 1826 to 1834, 
exhibiting the Treasurer's accounts from 1825 to 1833. And 
in every account of the Treasurer ; in his accounts for every 
year, I find among his assets, not only of the Episcopal fund, 
but of the Missionary and Scholarship funds, notes mentioned as 
a part of those funds. In these accounts the notes appear to 
be the securities of parts of those funds. 

I have been intimately acquainted with the dealings of the 
Bishop, and have the fullest confidence in the purity and in- 
tegrity of his motives in all his business transactions. His 
chief fault, in my opinion, has been relying too much on 
integrity of others, thereby subjecting himself to impositioi 
various kinds. 



' I iave had the fullest opportunity, for the last three years, 
of making myself acquainted with the Bishop's former mode of 
doing business, not only in connection with St. Mary's^ Hall 
and Burlington College, but in his private affairs. 

In connection with the Treasurer's accounts before mentioned, 
I find in the accounts for 1841, Edward Carroll being treasurer, 
in the Episcopal Fund account, a charge under date October 1, 
1831, to cash loaned on note to Rev. J. Croes three hundred 
dollars, which was paid the following May. 

From my knowledge of the Bishop and his affairs since 1835, 
when I first knew him, I have no doubt that his sole motive 
has been, in the ventures in which he has been engaged, the 
promotion of Christian Education, and the extension of the 
<Jhurch, without any reference whatever to personal profit or 
private aggrandizement. 

In my judgment, during that time, he has appropriated his 
time, talents, and available means to these objects, to an extent, 
as far as I know, unprecedented; inasmuch as he continues to 
devote all his means and powers to the retrieving of his affairs, 
instead of abandoning them as hopeless. 

Robert B. Abrtsen. 

Sworn and subscribed this 17th day of June, A.D. 1852, 
Vefore me 

Daniel B. Ryall, 
Master ^c.y in Chancery ^ N. J. 

Robert B. Aertsen, being again called by the Committee, 
on his oath saith, the 19th specification being read to the wit- 
ness, that William E. Page's claim against the Bishop, consisted 
of a note of the Bishop's endorsed by Joseph Deacon, for five 
hundred dollars, dated November 22d 1848, at four months, and 
was due on 22d and 25th March, 1849. This is the only claim 
;4hat Mr. Page had against the Bishop that I have ever heard of. 
rPhat note is included in the list of creditors annexed to the 



deed of assignment, among those nam^d as endorsed bj Jose{A 
Deacon. In that list the note stands in the name of Joseph 
Deacon and not in the name of William E. Page. It wa6 
impossible for the assignees under any circumstances, or for the 
Sishop in his situation at that time to identify the holders of 
the paper of that character, and therefore all the paper 
endorsed by Michael Hays and Joseph Deacon, was put in 
the said lists of creditors under their respective names. 

Robert D. Spencer, Esq., attorney of Joseph Deacon, twice 
applied to me for a statement of notes of the Bishop, endorsed 
by said Deacon, and Mr. Deacon told me that he kept no lie^ 
himself of the notes endorsed by him. 

The 16th Specification being read to the witness he saySj 
that if this specification refers to the practice of drawing checkp 
throughout the morning without having funds at the moment 
in the Bank, it is one adopted by every man doing a large 
business, he prQviding for them before the closing of the Banl;. 

By my request the account of the Bishop in the Mechanics' 
Bank at Burlington, was balanced about ten days since. It 
had been unsettled for more than sixteen months previous to 
the assignment. It amounted to more than half a million of 
dollars upon bakncing the books; and there proved to be, on 
settlement, a small balance in the Bishop's favor. I have 
looked over all the specifications in the presentment having 
reference to the omission of the names of creditors, and find 
none which are not included under some head, except the debt 
due to the Episcopal Fund, that of Herman Hooker, and a few 
checks for small amounts. The notes in the Princeton and 
Morristown Banks, Bucks county, Medford and Camden banks 
were all included either under the head of notes endorsed by 
Deacon and Hays, or in an item of $4,447 36, under the head 
of notes whose endorsers are uncertain ; that due in the Trenton 
Bank was included in the amount set down as due Thoi 
Milnor. It was not known by either me or by the Bishop, J 
believe, that Gideon Humphrey held any of his paper ^^^ 
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Botes which it afterwards appeared he held were of Deacon's or 
Hays' endorsing. Witness being shown Exhibit H, says- 
George D. Winslow, child of the late Rev. Benjamin D. Wins- 
low, was a pupil at Burlington College, when I entered upon 
my duties as financial agent in May, 1849, and had been for 
some time previous ; how long I do not know. I was informed 
by the Bishop that he was there without charge. He continued 
to be received as a day pupil for one year from the 1st of May 
1849, under the new arrangement, at the College, and for the 
two succeeding years up to this time, as a resident pupil upon 
the Bishop's account, and is still a pupil. 

Besides the personal property, the real estate of Bishop 
Doane, being all that is in the deed of assignment, came into the 
hands of the assignees, and was o£fered at public sale after due 
legal notice was given. Six months after the assignment, three 
building lots on Pearl street were sold separately. The rest 
of the real estate was sold together, it all being covered by the 
mortgage for the fifty thousand dollar loan, and could not be 
separated. The lots on Pearl street brought four or five dol- 
lars per foot, and the rest were sold for one dollar ; being con- 
sidered mortgaged to its value. 

Robert B. Abrtsen. 

Sworn and subscribed, this 23d day of June, A. D., 1852, 
before me, Daniel B. Ryall,' 

Master, ^c.j in Chancery^ iV*. «7. 

Isaac B. Parker appearing before the committee upon their 
notice, and being duly sworn saith : I am one of the Trustees of 
Burlington College, and have been from the beginning, being 
one of the Trustees named in the Charter. I have attended, 
generally, the annual meetings of the Trustees since their first 
organization, and am generally acquainted with the pecuniary 
afiairs of the College, though not intimately. I was one of the 
Committee who attended to the purchase of the ground. I have 
been one of the patrons of St. Mary's Hall since 1841. Two 
of my daughters have graduated there, and I have a grand 
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danghter at the Hall and a grandson at the College now. During 
this time, I have had considerable dealings and money tranft- 
actions with Bishop Doane. I have no reason to question the 
integrity of Bishop Doane. His motives have been pure I have 
no doubt. I have never had any other opinion than that the 
Bishop's motives have always been pure in his transactions, con- 
nected with the two institutions. That is my decided con- 
clusion after considerable investigation. I believe the objects 
of the Bishop in the great sacrifice he has made in time, talents, 
and money, in connection with St. Mary's Hall and Bur- 
lington College, have been purely for the promotion of Christian 
education and not for emolument. Institutions of the kind 
of the Hall and College, depending upon themselves for support, 
are rarely successful. I . B. Parker. 

Sworn and subscribed, this 17th day of June 1852, before 
me, Daniel B. Ryall, 

Master^ ^c?., in Chancery^ N. J". 

Isaac A. Shreve, appearing before the Committee upon 
their notice and being sworn, saith: — I am a mason, residing 
in the city of Burlington, and have been intimately acquainted 
with the Bishop's afiairs. I did the principal part of the mason 
work for the Hall, and all of it for the College. The work at 
the College was done chiefly in 1846 and 1847. The buildings 
and improvements which the Bishop has made for the College, 
have cost him for mechanical work thirty-five thousand dollars 
I should think. The same for St. Mary's Hall, for mechanical 
work, have cost him forty thousand dollars, though I think this 
is probably too low. I cannot estimate the last as well as the 
first, because it was done at difierent times. I am acquainted 
with the Bishop's difficulties somewhat, and I think it has cost 
him more to make these improvements than if he had had 
ready money to do them with. I should think it would cost a' 
least forty thousand dollars more than my estimates for 
Bishop to make those improvements than if he had had 
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money to do them with. This last estimate is made up mostlj 
from what I know myself of the matters, and not from what I 
have heard from others. From all my knowledge of the deal- 
ings and transactions of the Bishop, I think he always Iried to 
fulfil his engagements promptly. And I have rarely known 
any one make more exertions to meet his obligations than he. 
I know he was daily at the Bank to settle his accounts at three 
o'clock. When he was at home, and when there was any defi- 
ciency, he woxild make every efibrt to supply it. I have had 
his checks many times in the morning when he had no funds in 
Bank, which would be made good at three o'clock. I never 
fiaw any thing in him, or in his dealings, but what was honor- 
Able and fair. I never attributed his failure to any thing but 
his efibrts to establish and support the two institutions. I 
think it is not attributable to any private causes at all. I 
know that the notes of the Bishop, endorsed by Michael Hays, 
were frequently without date, and that the Bishop paid Mr. 
Hays for the endorsements. I believe that I was the first 
medium of communication between Mr. Hays and the Bishop 
in their money transactions. I negotiated the first one thou- 
sand dollars between them, and was frequently the medium 
between them afterwards, and I know considerable of the 
transactions between them in regard to his endorsements. I 
understood at the time, and Mr. Hays has told me himself, that 
they were frequently endorsed without being dated, and gene- 
Tally I believe without restriction as to their use. I have 
obtained Mr. Hays' endorsements on notes running from two 
to four months for the Bishop's use, and in most cases paid 
him the Bishop's check at the rate of fifty dollars on the thou- 
sand for the use of his name. 

I. A. Shreve. 

Sworn and subscribed before me, this 17th day of June, 
1852. 

Daniel B. Ryall, 
Master^ ^(?., in Chancer}/^ N. J. 
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Isaac A. Shbeye, being again called by the Committee, on 
his oath saith — ^from my knowledge of the affairs of the Bishop, 
I know that, after the opening of Burlington College, in 1847, 
the Bishop constantly relied upon aid from members of the 
Church and friends of the institution, to be procured by the 
Trustees and Commissioners, to relieve him from his indebted- 
ness. I know that some of his creditors relied upon that aid 
also. Mr. Hall, the carpenter at the College, relied upon that 
aid. 

I. A. Shrevb. 

Sworn and subscribed, this 22d day of June, A. D. 1852, 
before me, 

Daniel B. Ryall, 
Master^ ^c?., in Chancery^ N. J. 

William R. Allen, being called on notice of the Com- 
mittee, and being duly aflSrmed, doth declare and say : I am 
President of the Mechanic's Bank of the city of Burlington, 
and have been ever since its existence — ten or twelve years. 
Up to the time of Bishop Doane's diflSculties he had large busi- 
ness transactions with the bank. I presume our bank was the 
one in which and through which most of his business transac- 
tions were done. His credit and standing up to the last eighteen 
months previous to the assignment was good, he had large dis- 
counts, which of course he could not have obtained unless his 
credit and standing were good. His account, including dis- 
counts and deposits, was the largest of any one with the bank. 
I recollect at one time within a period of two months, he drew 
upwards of sixty thousand dollars ; of course his deposits must 
have been large. It was the habit of the Bishop, up to the last 
year, to make his account at the bank good at three o'clock 
daily. 

8 
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' From my knowledge of him he used every means in his power 
to keep his credit and standing good, not only in the Bank but 
in the community. He worked harder than I would hate don^ 
to keep his notes from being protested and dishonored. He tried 
bis best to prevent his notes being protested and dishonored to 
the last« I belieye that he has paid exorbitant rates of interest 
to raise money, from being told so by persons who said they 
bad been paid; I know that he has paid a bontis to persons for 
endorsing for him, from being told so by them. I have no 
doubt of the fact from information I have received. I have no 
doubt this has been carried on to a very considerable extent. 
I have had his paper offered me at a premium but never bought 
it. Michael Hays has acknowledged to me, I think, that the 
Bishop paid him for endorsing for him. I consider that the 
Bishop paid at the rate of fifty dollars per thousand for every 
endorsement. This I infer from the evidence I have seen. We 
never discounted at our Bank any note for Bishop Doane with 
Michael Hays' endorsement ; some five years before his assign- 
ment three notes of $1000 each, endorsed by M. Hays, were 
offered to me for discount at a ];ieavy premium^ by a person in 
Burlington, I refused to take them. This was the first knowledge 
I had that Hays endorsed for him. I knew that Hays was a 
man that would not endorse these notes except for a valuable 
consideration. After this I saw similar notes almost every- 
where, from which I have come to the conclusion that the 
Bishop has paid him a pretty round sum for his endorsements. 
I have seen hundreds of the Bishop's <;hecks for $50 each, the 
sum he usually paid Hays for endorsing a note of $1000. 
Some of these notes had thirty, some sixty, and some ninety 
days to run. As far as I have any recollection, all checks and 
drafts drawn by the Bishop through our Bank on other Banks, 
were promptly met and paid without exception. 
; I believe his embarrassment and subsequent failure were 
brought about by his endeavors to establish the Hall and Col- 
lege without an adequate capital, and his being obliged to pay 
enormous rates for money to sustain them. So far as I know he 
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was engaged in no othei' business which l^ould embarrass him. 
So far from that he used all his own private resources in his efforts 
to sustain the institutions. 

Bishop Doane's integrity as an honest man was never called 
in question, so far as I know, up to the time of his difficulties, 
nor has it been since by the great mass of the community. I 
have as much confidence in his integrity, and woi^d trust him 
as far now, as the first day he came here, so far as that is con- 
cerned. 

Wm. B« Allen. 

Affirmed and subscribed before me this 22d June, 1852. 

Daniel B. Eyall, 
Mastery ^c.y in Chancery^ N. J". 

This certifies that Wm. R. Allen, the above affirmant, before 
he was affirmed, distinctly declared that he did not feel himself 
at liberty to disclose any transactions which came to his know- 
ledge as an officer of the bank, without the consent of the party 
whom they involved. Bishop Doane having given his free con- 
sent his examination was had as above stated, June 23d, 1852. 

Daniel B. Byall, 
Chairman of Committee. 

Thomas Dugdale appearing upon notice of the Oommittee, 
and being duly affirmed doth declare and say : I am a resident 
of the city of Burlington, and have been for several years past, 
I have known Bishop Doane ever since 1840. I have been 
largely engaged in business myself, and that business has 
brought me greatly in contact with the Bishop. Up to some time 
in 1848 the Bishop met all his engagements with us with great 
promptitude. He dealt largely with us. So far as I know he met 
all his business engagements promptly up to that time. My 
opinion is, that if the Bishop had confined his operations to the 
Hall, he would have met with no embarrassment. In his efforts 
to establish a College he relied upon aid from the members of 
the Episcopal Church. But the Diocese seeing that he was de- 
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termined to sacceed in his effort withheld their contributions^ 
and from want of adequate means, his failure resulted. 

His efforts to sustain these institutions compelled him to resort 
to the payment of exorbitant rates for money, which eventually 
caused his failure. He constantly hoped to receive the aid which 
had been promised him by the friends of the Church, and the 
institutions,*and that each saeriiSce would be the last. This I 
know from my intercourse and business transactions with him. 

I have known the Bishop to make very extraordinary exertions 
to meet his engagements and make his payments without involv- 
ing any one in diflSculties ; and I fully believe he was willing 
to make every sacrifice to accomplish that object. 

Our relations were most intimate, and continued for a long 
time. I never had any doubt of his integrity. 

TflOMAS DUGDALB. 

Affirmed and subscribed before me the 22d June, 1852,' 

Daniel B. Ryall, 
Master in Chancery^ ^c, If. J. 

Garket S. Cannon, Esq., appearing before the Committee 
upon their notice, and being duly sworn, says, — that he was one 
of the assignees of Bishop Doane. Previous to the assignment, 
there were several meetings of the creditors of Bishop Doane, 
for the purpose of laying before them a full statement of his 
affairs. Notices were issued to the several creditors and a 
meeting convened at the Bishop's residence, which meeting 
was composed of a large body of the creditors residing in 
Burlington and elsewhere. 

These meetings were regularly organized and a full state- 
ment of his affairs laid before them, as far as they could be 
obtained. Inquiries were made and answered as to the 
causes of the failure, and at both of the meetings a general 
feelii^g was manifested, to let the Bishop's affairs proceed under 
the direction of three gentlemen, for the benefit of the creditors. 
Upon propositions submitted in writing, read and considered, 
(having been submitted at the last meeting,) for conducting 
the Bishop's affairs, it was arranged that those present whp 
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were willing, should sign the paper, and they did so, and that 
Mr. Aertsen should present it to others for signature who were, 
not present. The arrangement did not succeed, but I think 
it would if there had not been persons holding bonds and 
warrants of attorney, who entered up judgments, and had 
levies made by the Sheriff, upon the Bishop's property. It 
was not known how many of these bonds were afloat, and it 
was soon ascertained' that unless measures were taken to pre- 
vent it, some persons would be paid to the entire exclusion 
of others, and that was the cause of the ^assignment. .The 
friends of the Bishop were convened, and they unanimously 
advised an assignment. The Bishop consented very reluctantly 
and made the assignment. This was on the 26th or 27th of 
March, 1849, I think. 

At the meetings of the creditors, a particular statement of 
the Bishop's creditors and assets was made, as correct as it 
could be from the sources of information which we had. The 
Bishop was then just recovering from a long fit of sickness, 
and was then very feeble, being for the most part confined to 
his bed. The appraisement of the property in the Hall was 
made by the Rev. Mr. Germain, and that in the College by 
the Rev. Mr. Bradin, they being respectively the Rectors of 
the same, and having purchased a large portion of the said 
property, and being supposed to know its value. These ap- 
praisements were made first for the meetings of creditors. In 
making the list of creditors and inventory of assets, annexed 
to the assignment, these appraisements and lists of creditors 
before mentioned were used, after having been revised by us. 

The list of creditors was mostly made out by Mr. Aertsen. 
He was engaged some time about it, and it was made some time 
prior to the assignment, when the Bishop was sick and unable 
to attend to it. It was a matter of surprise to me, that the 
list of creditors was as correct as it was. It was added to 
from time to time by the Bishop, as he could recollect the 
names of creditors. I remember a letter was received from 
Mr. Zantzinger, sending his note cancelled, and saying he did 
not wish to be considered a creditor. 
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I think his name was originally on the list of creditors^ and 
stricken off at his request. I was not present, I think, when 
the Bishop made his affidavits to the inventory and list of 
creditors. I never saw any disposition on the part of the 
Bishop to keep back anything, bat on th« contrary, he desired 
to make both full and complete. 

I was present at the sale of the Bishop's property. I under- 
stood at the sale, and the creditors understood, that the great 
hope of the Bishojp's being able to pay his debts, was in the 
success of the institutions ; and it was generally understood 
and acquiesced in by the creditors, that the furniture and pro- 
perty of the institutions should be bought in for the purpose 
of continuing the schools. I have made a great many sales as 
administrator and assignee, and never saw a fairer or more 
open sale. There were a great many people present : and pro- 
perty was put up, where it could be, by the piece, with the 
privilege, so that all could have a chance. I announced the 
goods, holding the inventory in my hand, going from room to 
room, and fr^uently proclaiming that all should have a fair 
chance. There was considerable competition in bidding. The 
sale lasted two days. 

In the morning of the first day's sale, some person brought 
me a message that Michael Hays wished to see me. I replied 
that he must wait, being much engaged at the time. It was 
replied that Mr. Hays was pressing, and I met him. Mr. Hays 
appeared to be fearful that the goods would be all sold away 
from the Bishop, and offered to furnish money to buy them, so 
that they might be preserved for the institutions. I replied, 
that I understood that ample provisions had been made for 
that purpose by the Trustees of the College and the Hall Com- 
missioners. The sale on the first day was continued until dark, 
and then adjourned to 9 o'clock, A. M., the next day, of which 
public notice was given. On the second day the greater part 
of the library was sold. The sale of the library was in the 
same way. The books were sold by sets, and single copies by 
the volume. I thought the books brought a fair auction price, 
many of them more than I should have been willing to ^ve 
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for item. The books were bought principally by Miss Caroline 
Watson. ' 

The Bishop was not present at the sale, except when we 
were in his room, and did not interfere in the slightest manner 
with the sale or the assignees. He was not able to attend to It. 

A number of suits have been brought against Michael Hays 
upon notes endorsed by him for the Bishop. I was retained 
by Mr. Hays in those suits to defend them. Gen. Wall was 
associate counsel. In the intercourse between me and Mr. 
Hays, he never complained of any improper conduct on the 
part of the Bishop in regard to those notes, and I never heard 
him charge Bishop Doane with having obtained these notes, or 
any of them, for one purpose, and using them for another. I 
have heard him ridicule the idea, when Joseph Deacon pre- 
tended that the Bishop had done so in respect to notes endorsed 
by said Deacon for him. It was evident to me, in my inter- 
course with Mr. Hays, that he did not keep any list of the 
notes indorsed by him for tbe Bishop, and did not know how 
many of such notes he had indorsed. 

The judgment confessed by the Bishop, as President of the 
Trustees of the College, to his assignees, was given by the 
direction of the Trustees, to secure to the assignees the amount 
of the vendue bill of the Trustees at the sale of the property. 
The Trustees had made arrangements to purchase the furniture 
and property of Burlington College at the assignees' sale ; and 
after the sale directed this judgment to be confessed to the 
assignees, to secure the vendue bill. 

The vendue book consists of forty-seven pages, comprising 
over seventeen hundred lots of goods. 

In my professional course, I have had much experience with 
persons in pecuniary difficulties. I never had much intimate 
acquaintance with the Bishop until the time of his difficulties. 
Then I was employed as his counsel, and had frequent and 
intimate consultations with him in relation to his affairs. 
^During the whole of my intercourse with persons in such diffi- 
culties, I never met a person who exhibited a stronger disposi? 
tion to devote all his means and energies, both present 94^ 
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prospective, to the extinguishment of his debts. I never saw 
any man, under such circumstances, exhibit more uniform 
integrity than Bishop Doane. I have known him, since the 
assignment, to make great voluntary efforts to pay his debts. 
/ I think the Bishop's only motive in sacrificing so much time 
and money, in connection with the said institutions, was the 
promotion of Christian education and the good of the Church. 
I am satisfied he had not a single selfish motive. 

Garrit S. Cannon. 

Sworn and subscribed, this 22d day of June, A. D. 1852, 
• before me, 

Daniel B. Rtall, 
Master^ ^c, in Chancery^ N. J. 

Edmund Morris, appearing upon notice of the Committee, 
being duly affirmed, doth declare and say, I am a resident of 
the city of Burlington, and have been for about ten years, and 
have been extensively engaged in business during that time, 
and have had many business relations with Bishop Doane. Up 
to the time of his troubles in 1848, his credit and standing in 
the community was good, he always met his engagements with 
punctuality ; to me he was always punctual. I know that he 
made extraordinary efforts to keep his credit and standing good. 
I never asked him for payment, but that it was met in every 
case. Besides his profession as a clergyman, and his office as 
Bishop, he has been engaged in conducting the two institutions, 
the Hall and College. I do not know of his having been 
engaged in any other business. All his energies of mind and 
body, and all his resources were devoted to those two institu- 
tions. I think he was plundered enough to break any man ; 
in my opinion the ventures he made on behalf of these institu- 
tions, and his efforts to sustain them brought upon him his 
pecuniary troubles. I know of no other cause. His efforts to 
sustain them showed the Bishop to be the most laborious busi- 
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ness man I ever saw. I have unshaken confidence in him as 
an honest man, and that is the estimation in which he is gene- 
rally held in this neighbourhood. During several years, I have 
had very many business transactions with him, he has invaria- 
bly been generous, punctual, and perfectly honest. 

Edmund Morris. 

Affirmed and subscribed before me, this 22d June, A. D. 
1852. 

Daniel B. Ryall, 
MaBter, ^c,j in Ohanceryj N. J. 

Rev. Samuel L. Southard appearing upon notice of the 
Committee, and being duly sworn saith — I am a Presbyter of 
the Protestant Episcopal Church. In the month of May, 
1850, I arrived in Burlington about noon, and met Bishop 
Doane, who showed me a note he had just received from Mr. 
Stratton of Mount Holly, his counsel, informing him the 
Grand Jury, then in session, were about to take up the matter 
of finding an indictment at the last term, as unfinished busi- 
ness. The Bishop at once determined to go to Mount Holly, 
and I said I would go with him ; a few minutes before we were 
ready to start Jos. Deacon came into the Bishop's house. I 
was in the hall at Riverside, talking with the Bishop when he 
came in. Mr. Deacon asked the Bishop if he might see him 
for a moment, and they walked together into the drawing room, 
the door of which was open. I remained near the table in the 
hall, where I think the Bishop was in sight. Mr. Deacon 
said something to the Bishop, and I was attracted by the tone 
of the Bishop's reply, and observed he held a paper in his 
hand. He spoke as if very indignant and I walked into the room 
and stood near. I heard him say to Mr. Deacon, I will sign no 
such paper, and especially under a threat; I have just re- 
ceived a note from Mr. Stratton, telling me that the Grand 
Jury are about to take up my case again, and you follow it up 
by asking me to sign this paper. Now, sir, I will do no such 
thing ; you shall go before the Grand Jury, and say all yom j 
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have to say. I have tried to do what I could for yon, but now 
you haye chosen to draw the sword, I will fight to the death. 
I heard no such words as « I will kill you," ^^ I will kill you." 
Jf they had been used I think I should have heard them. 
Mr. Deacon then said that he would not go before the Grand 
Jury ; to which the Bishop replied, you shall, sir. You shall 
go there, and I will go too. This matter must be settled to-day. 
Mr. Deacon said again that he would not go before the Grand 
Jury. The Bishop again said, you must go, sir. If you have 
any thing to say, say it ; if you have any charge to make, go 
and make it. I also insisted that he should go. Mr. Deacon 
said he would go home, and the Bishop said, no, sir ; you must 
go to Mount Holly, and we will go with you. The Bishop 
advised him to get into his carriage and go, a^id we would 
follow after as soon as we .could get a carriage. We reached 
Mount Holly about the same time. We passed him on the 
road. Mr. Deacon went with us to Mr. ^tratton's office, where 
he waited until he was sent for by the Grand Jury. Wheiji 
the messenger came, the Bishop said to Mr. Deacon, Kow, sir, 
you must go before the Grand Jury, and say whatever you hay^ 
to say. He went. When he returned the Bishop said tohiiQi 
Well, sir, what did you say ? He answered, I said I had nQ 
charge to make against Bishop Doane. To which the Bishop re- 
plied. Well, sir, you said the truth. Mr. Deacon continued for ai^ 
hour or more with us afterwards at the house of Mr. StrattoPi 
sometimes with me alone, and sojnetimes with the Bishop 
alone. They parted with kind words. Mr. P.eaeon sai^ 
nothing about threats of violence, nor did he appear tO Jabpu^ 
under i^y bodily fea^r of the Bishop. 

The second specification being r^d, witness says : .1 conceive 
the causes of the Bishop's failure to have been his ye^jburie fp? 
Christian education in building up and sustaining the two in* 
stitution, the Hall and €ollege, without sufficient vieans^ hj^ 
being disappointed in his expectations of receiving ^^istsA^^ 
frpm the Church, and his having paid enormous ratios of intjOr 
rest for money he was compelled to have. I do J^ot k^ow of 
Ms buying a^y other business trwsactio^. 
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I am somewhat acquainted with the official income of th^ 
Bishop. Hfi has received one-half of the interest of the Epis< 
copal Fund, which has never amounted to three hundred dol- 
lars, seven hundred dollars from the Parish of St. Mary's 
Church, Burlington, and the use of the parsonage. I have 
understood the Bishop was chargeable with the expenses of 
his mother's family. 

The 26th specification being read, witness says : I do not 
think from my observation of the manner of the living of 
Bishop Doane that his family expenses were more than the 
half of the income of Mrs. Doane. My opportunities of ob-^ 
servation have been very frequent for a series of years. Since 
his failure I have observed a marked change in his mode of 
Uving, his expenses being apparently much reduced. 

In begining and sustaining those institutions I am per- 
suaded that the motive of the Bishop was not that of personal 
benefit, but the good of the Church. I regard the present 
condition of those institutions as exhibiting an instance of ex- 
traordinary success, under all the circumstances. I know that 
the Bishop has believed all along that the institutions if SUS* 
tained, would be able to pay all their debts. 

Samuel L. Southard. 

Sworn and subscribed, 23d Jund, 1852, before me, 

Daniel B. Ryall, 
Mast^ ^e?., in Ghancerj/y N, J, 

John L. N. Stratton appearing before the Committee at 
their roquest, and being duly sworn, doth depose and say: 

At the February term of the Court of Oyw and Termi^eir 
of Burlington County, A. D. 1850, jand on the first day of tho 
Court, Michael Hays came to me, and stated that Joseph 
Deacon was going hefore the Grand Jury, to prefer a complaioit 
against Bishop Doane, and, if possible, procure an indictment* 
Col. Hays condemned Deacon's course as unwise and impolitic, 
and wanted me to see Deacon, and endeavor to dissuade him 
from taking this course. 

I replied in substance, that I had no dispositioxi to mcddl/d 
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in business which did not concern me, and that as Mr. Deacon 
had not consulted me in relation to this, or anj«other of his 
business, I should decline volunteering my advice. I saw Hays 
and Deacon engaged in a long and earnest conversation, and 
Hays told me he had been endeavouring to persuade Deacon 
not to go before the Grand Jury for the purpose above 
mentioned. As I understood, and as I believe, a complaint 
wad made by Deacon against Bishop Doane, upon which the 
Grand Jurors, or a majority of them, found a bill ; but very 
shortly after, and before a bill was drawn, the Grand Jury, 
upon their own motion, reconsidered the vote, by which a bill 
had been ordered, agreed not to find a bill, at that time, but 
laid the matter over as unfinished business. Of this proceed- 
ing, on the part of Deacon, I am well satisfied, that Bishop 
Doane had not the slightest knowledge, until it had all trans- 
pired. And I am also well satisfied, that Bishop Doane did not, 
either directly, or indirectly, in person, or by means of his agents 
and friends, interfere with the Grand Jury, and induce them to 
reconsider their vote, or prevent them from finding a bill against 
him. At this time I was not the counsel of Bishop Doane, 
nor had I ever been. In fact, my acquaintance with him was 
extremely slight. On the eleventh of the following month of 
March, I was waited upon by a friend of Bishop Doane's, and 
returned as his counsel. 

At the succeeding May Term of the Court in Burlington 
County (1852), the Bishop having understood from me, the 
position in which Deacon's complaint stood before the Grand 
Jury, came out to Mount Holy, and after consultation with me, 
it was agreed, that in case he should be needed at the Court, 
or if any thing important should transpire, I would apprise 
him of it. Deacon was here also, but did not, as I believe, go 
before the Grand Jury. The Bishop and Mr. Deacon had an 
interview in my presence, in which the Bishop stated, that it 
was his wish and intention to pay Deacon all he owed him, as 
soon as it was in his power. He also proffered himself ready 
to give to Deacon any evidence, or acknowledgment of his 
indebtedness, which I, as his counsel, might approve. Deacon 
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insisted upon the Bishop's executing, and delivering to him a 
judgment bond, for the amount of his indebtedhes. This I ob- 
jected to, most strongly and positively, for reasons which I 
deemed sufficient. The bond was not given. It was agreed 
however, that I should draw a paper, which should set out the 
amount of indebtedness, which I did, in the course of a few 
days. Mr. Deacon called in a few days, and got the paper, 
and has since told me, that it was executed by the Bishop. 

In all this I heard no talk of any complaint of a criminal 
nature, on the part of Deacon, or any threat of going before 
the Grand Jury, nor do I suppose or believe that any induce; 
ments or threats were held out by the Bishop to Mr. Deacon, 
to prevent him from going before the Grand Jury if he saw 
fit. Nothing of the kind took place in my presence. On 
the second day of the Court I learned that the Grand Jury 
had taken up Deacon's complaint, as unfinished business, and 
hia.d ordered process to issue for the attendance of witnesses. 
I at once wrote a note to the Bishop: He came out to Mount 
Holly. When I went to my office from the Court, I found 
Bishop Doane, Rev. Saml. L. Southard, Rev. R. J. Germain, 
(I think,) and Jos. Deacon seated in the back room of my 
office and engaged in friendly conversation. Just as I got 
to my office door, an officer came an inquired if Jos. Dea- 
con was in my office. I replied that I had been absent from 
my office for some time and could not say, but he could 
walk in and see. On finding Mr. Deacon, the officer informed 
him he had a process for him to appear before the Grand Jury, 
Deacon said he would not go. The officer then told him he 
should be obliged to take him. Mr. Deacon consulted me 
about it. I told him the nature of the process, and that he 
was obliged to obey it. He said he had no wish or intention 
of making a complaint against Bishop Doane, and wanted to 
know what he should tell them. I said, tell them the truth ; 
if you have no complaint to make against the Bishop, tell 
them so. 
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He then left my office, and I saw nothing more of him that 

day. 

John L. N. Stratton. 

Sworn and subscribed before me, this 24th day of June, 1852. 

Daniel B. Ryall, 

Master ^c.y in Chancery^ JV. J. 

Rev. Alfred Stubbs appearing before the Committee upon 
their notice, and being duly sworn, saith, that the pamphlet 
marked Exhibit J. was written by him, and the statements con- 
tained therein are true. 

In this pamphlet it is stated that the debt of the Bishop to 
the Society for the Promotion of Christian Knowledge and 
Piety, is in course of being finally settled. Since the publica- 
tion of that pamphlet, full and adequate security for the prin- 
cipal sum of that debt has been given to me as Treasurer of 
that Society, by the party who had promised to do so the year 
previous. The interest has been paid in full to the present 
time, and security given by two other persons for the punctual 
payment of future interest. 

The 27th Specification being read to the witness he says, that 

until his interview with Mr. Chapman, the former Treasurer of 

Said Society in April last, he was under the impression and 

belief that a letter containing the money mentioned was 

brought to him from Mr. Chapman by Bishop Doane, as stated 

by the Bishop in his Protest and Appeal ; and that he is under 

the same impression still: but that he is now satisfied that he 

is mistaken as to the mode of conveyance of the money by 

Mr. Chapman's statement. 

Alfred Stubbs. 

Sworn and subscribed, this 24th day of June, A. D. 1852, 

before me, 

Daniel B. Ryall, 

Master y ^c. in Chancery , N. J. 
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ORGANIZATION AND PROCEEDINGS 

THE COMMITTEE OF INVESTIGATION. 



Newark, May 27, 1862. 

At the Annual Convention of tlie Protestant Episcopal Church, in 
New Jersey, concluded this day at Newark, the following proceedings 
Were had. 

Wiereas, The Bishop, in his annual Address to this Convention, has 
stated, that he has been presented, for trial, by three ^Bishops of the 
Church ; and has laid on the Secretary's table a paper, in the nature 
of a Presentment, containing charges against him, signed by the Rt. 
Rev. the Bishop of Virginia, the Rt. Rev. the Bishop of Ohio, and 
the Rt. Rev. the Bishop of Maine : and has furthef stated that the 
Presiding Bishop has appointed the 24th day of June next, for the 
trial, (but, which day of irial, as this Convention is informed, has 
been postponed by the Presiding Bishop, until some day in October, 
next;) and 

Whereas, The said Bishops did, in a letter, dated the 22d day of 
September, 1851, addressed to the Bishop of this diocese, place theit 
right to act, upon the ground, that, it was only when a Diocesan Conven- 
tion refuses to institute inquiry, or neglects to do it for too long a 
period, or performs the duty unfaithfully, that the Bishops can rea- 
fionably be expected to interfere; and 

Whereas, The Convention of this iHocese, by their resolutions, 
adopted at the special meeting, held in St. Mary's Church, Burlington, 
6n Wednesday, the 17th day of March last, called « to consider and 
express their judgment upon the official conduct" of said Bishops, in 
addressing such letter to the Bishop, did approve of his course, iit 
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protesting against the action of said Bishops^ as an aggression^ on the 
Diocese of New Jersey, and as an invasion of his sacred rights ; and 
Whereas, The said Special Convention did express its decided 
opinion, that, at the time of its meeting, the best interests of the. 
Church at large, did not require an investigation of the alleged charges 
against their Bishop, in whose uprightness of character, and purity of 
intention, they had entire confidence ; but at the same time, affirmed, 
in behalf of the Convention of this Diocese, that it has ever been ready 
to investigate charges duly made and presented; and 

Whereas, The exhibition of charges, in a paper signed by three 
Bishops of the Church, justifies this Convention, consistently with its 
avowed principles, to proceed in the matter, and furnishes the first 
and only occasion in which any Convention of New Jersey has had 
the opportunity of exercising its solemn duty and clear right, under 
the Canon, for the trial of Bishops, to investigate, in the first instance, 
accusations against the Bishop; and 

Whereas, This Convention, while it re-affirms the entire confidence 
in the purity and integrity of the Bishop, heretofore declared, is con- 
scious of the grievous wrong and evil consequences of keeping such 
charges hanging over him, and the Diocese ; therefore. 

Resolved, That a Committee of seven lay members of this Convention, 
be appointed, by ballot, on open nomination, to make a full investiga- 
tion of all the charges in the aforesaid paper; that the Committee pro- 
ceed with diligence to the discharge of its duty; and that it report to 
an adjourned meeting of this Convention. 

Resolved, That this Convention will hold an adjourned session, at 
Newark, on the J.4th day of July next ; to receive and act upon the 
report of said Committee. 
By order of the Committee, 

Saml. L. Southard, Chairman. 
The following were appointed the Committee. 
Hon. Daniel B. EyaU, John H. Wakefield, Esq., James Potter, 
Esq., Henry M'Farlane, Esq., John L. M'Knight, Esq., Thomas H. 
Whitney, Esq., Charles M. Harker, Esq. 

Immediately after the adjournment of the Convention, the Committee 
met at the City Hotel, in Newark ; and organized, by appointing Mr. 
Ryall, Chairman, and Mr. Whitney, Secretary. 

Ordered, That the Committee meet at Belden's Hotel in the city of 
Burlington, on Wednesday, June 9th, at 11 o'clock A. M., and that 
the Chairman notify the original complainants, Messrs. Halsted, 
Coppuck, Perkins, and Gill, accordingly; also the Bishop of the 
Diocese. 

Adjonroed. 
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Wednesday, June 9 — ^The Committee met, at Belden's Hotel, in 
Burlington, this morning, at 11 o'clock. All the members of the Com- 
mittee present. 

The Et. Eey. the Bishop appeared, and stated that he had come in 
answer to the notice from the Committee. 

The Chairman submitted a copy of his communication (marked No. 
1.) to the parties complainant, as directed at the first meeting: also 
replies thereto, Nos. 2, 3, 4, and 5. 

He also submitted a copy of his reply to a letter from Mr. Halsted, 
No. 6. 

Ordered, That when the Committee adjourns, it adjourns to Mon- 
day, the 14th inst., at 11 o'clock A. M., at this place. 

Ordered, That notice of the time and place of the adjourment 
be given to Mr. Halsted, and all persons mentioned in the presentment ; 
with the request that they will appear before the Committee, accord- 
ingly. 

Adjourned. 

Monday, June 14 — ^The Committee met according to adjournment; 
all the members present. 

Ordered, That we hold our sitting in the City Hall, late Lyceum ; 
its use having been tendered to the Committee, by the Mayor. The 
Bishop was in attendance. 

The Chairman stated that he had given notice. No 7. (See No 1.) 
to all the persons named in the presentment, as directed, and submitted 
replies from Horace Binney, Esq., Rev. Alfred Stubbs, Messrs. Michael 
Hays, John Black, and Thomas J. Stryker — ^Nos. 8, 9, 10, 11, and 
12. He also laid before the Committee a communication from Mr. 
Halsted, with a memorandum of documents and witnesses which he 
suggested should be examined. Nos. 13 and 14. 

John Rodgers, Esq., Notary Public of the city of Burlington, Mr. 
Wm. B. Price, and the Rev. Reuben J. Germain, were severally exam- 
ined, under oath or affirmation, by one of the Committee, duly qualified. 

The Committee adjourned till to-morrow morning, at 9 o'clock. 

Tuesday, June 15. The Committee met in the City Hall, at 9 
o'clock. All the members were present. The Bishop was in 
attendance. 

The examination of the Rev. R. J. Germain was continued ', and 
that of the Hon. E. B. D. Ogden, Mrs. S. P. Cleveland, G^o. Gaskill, 
and R. B. Aertsen, Esqrs. ; as severally made. 

Mr. Whitney asked, and obtained leave to be absent from the sittings 
of the Committee, during the remainder of the week. 

Adjourned. 
9 
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Wednesday, June 16— The Committee met ; all the members pre- 
sent, except Mr. Whitnej. The Bishop was in attendance. 

The examination of Mr. Aertsen was continued ; and those of Messrs. 
J. C. Garthwaite, Joseph L. Powell, Franklin Woolman, Samuel R. 
Gummere, and Thomas Milnor, were severally had. 

Adjourned. 

ITiursdayy June 17 — ^The Committee met. All the members were 
present except Mr. Whitney. The Bishop was in attendance. 

B.. B. Aertsen, Esq. was re-called and further examined ; Messrs. 
Isaac B. Parker, and Isaac A. Shreve, were also examined. 

Ordered, That the Chairman notify all the persons named by Mr. 
Halsted in his document, No. 14, as suggested therein ; who have not 
been already notified or examined, to appear before the Committee 
on the 22d inst. at 11 o'clock : which notices were accordingly sent. 

Adjourned to June 22d, at 11 o'clock. 

Tuesday, June 22 — ^The Committee met according to adjournment : 
all the members present except Mr. Whitney. The Bishop was in 
attendance. 

Messrs. Isaac A. Shreve, Wm. R. Allen, Thomas Dugdale, Qurret 
S. Cannon, and Edmund Morris, were examined. 

Communications were received from the Rev. J. Chapman and Wm. 
Mc Hvaine, Esqr., Nos. 15, 16. 

Adjourned to 23d, at 9 A. M. 

Wednesday, June 23 — Committee met at 9 o'clock this morning ; 
all the members present, except Mr. Whitney. The Bishop was in 
attendance. Robert B. Aertsen was again examined. The Rev. 
Samuel L. Southard was also examined. 

Adjourned. 

9 

17iursday,J\me 24 — ^The Committee met. Mr. Whitney having re- 
sumed his seat, all the members were present. The Bishop laid before 
the Committee a copy of the charges presented to the Bishops of 
Virginia, Maine, and Ohio, by the four laymen ; with a copy of the 
affidavit of Michael Hays, dated July 21, 1851, taken before Wm. 
Halsted, Jr., Master in Chancery. 

The Rev. Mr. Grermain was re-called and examined, in relation to the 
affidavit above referred to. 

A communication was received from the Rev. Mr. Sherman, No. 17. 

John L. N. Stratton, Esq., and the Rev. Alfred Stubbs, were ex- 
amined. 

Ordered^ That our next meeting be held in this Hall on Wed- 
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nesday^ July 7, at 11 o'clock A. M.; and that notice thereof be 
immediately sent to the Rev. Mr. Sherman, and Mr. Joseph Deacon. 

Adjourned. 

Wednesday y July 7. The Committee met, agreeably to adjourn- 
ment. All the members were present. The Bishop was in attendance. 

A letter was received from Timothy Abbott, Esq., President of 
the Mechanics and Manufacturers' Bank, Trenton, No. 18, in reply 
to a notice previously sent him. Also, one fi*om the B-ev. Mr. Sher- 
man, No. 19, in response to the notice sent him at the last meeting. 

Adjourned to meet at the Park House, at Newark, on 13th July. 

Tuesday y July 13. Committee met, as adjourned. After examining 
the Beport, authorized the Chairman to sign it, in behalf of the Com- 
mittee. Adjourned. 

T. H. Whitney. 

Secretary, 



{ 



No. 1. 

Diocese of New Jersey^ FreeTiM, May 31«^, 1852. 
Sm :— 

The Committee appointed by the last Annual Diocesan Conventi<»i 
of New Jeraej^ held at Newark, on the 26th and 27th days of May^ 
1852, to make a full investigation of all the charges contained in a 
paper in the natnre of a presentment, signed by the Et. Eev. Bishops 
of Virginia, Ohio and Maine, against the Rt. Rev. Geo. W. Doane, 
Bishop of this diocese, and laid on the table of said Convention by 
said last named Bishop, will hold their first meeting at Belden's 
Hotel, in the City of Burlington, on Wednesday, the 9 th day of 
June, 1852, at 11 o'clock, A. M., for the purpose of entering on 
their duties under said appointment, of which you hereby have notice ; 
and you are respectfully requested to. attend at said meeting with 
such evidence as you have or know of, touching such charges, that 
the same may be examined and investigated by said Committee. 

Note sent by mail, 31st of May, 1852, of which above is the copy 
by mail, postpaid, to'Rt. Rev. Geo. W. Doane, D.D. LL. D., Bur- 
lington, New Jersey ; Hon. Wm. Halsted, Trenton, New Jersey ; Caleb 
Perkins, Beverly, Burlington Co., New Jersey; Peter V. Coppuck, 
Esq., Mount Holly, New Jersey ; and Benington Gill, Esq., Allen town, 
New Jersey ; by me, Daniel B. Ryall, Chairman of Committee. 

By order o^ the Committee, 

Daniel B. Ryall, 

ChairTnan. 



No. 2. 

Trentorij June 2d, 1852. 
Sir : — 

I received this morning your notice informing me of the meeting of 
your Committee on the 9th of June. Protesting as I do against the 
action of the Convention, in the appointment of the Committee of 
which you are Chairman, and also against the authority of said Com- 
mittee to take any step which may in any way interfere with the 
trial of Bishop Doane, or impede the action of the Bench of Bishops 
on the charges which have been presented by these Bishops against 
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him. And reserving to myself the full and undoubted right to sus- 
tain in every proper way the presentment of the three Bishops, as 
being the only legal and canonical mode of proceeding. And further 
protesting that if the object of sending me a notice was to enable me 
to procure witnesses to sustain the charges contained in the said pre- 
sentment : that the notice is entirely too short; particularly as the 
Court of Chancery and the Surpreme Court are now in session, and 
will be imtil next week, in both of which I have professional 
engagements. I desire, nevertheless, before I make up my mind as to 
the course I shall pursue, to understand distinctly from the Committee 
whether I am notified as a party or as an attorney of a party to the 
proceedings, and whether if I attend before the Committ^, I shall be 
allowed to cross-examine the witnesses produced on the part of Bishop 
Doane. Whether I shall be allowed to produce witnesses against 
him ; and in particular, whether the evidence of the witiiesses, on both 
sides, will be taken down in writing and reported to the Convention. 
Also, whether the Committee mean to seek for themselves the evi- 
dence to sustain or disprove the charges, or whether they intend to 
examine those only who shall voluntarily appear before them in Bur- 
lington. The propriety of my waiting for your reply to this commu- 
nication before I make up my mind as to my course of action on this 
subject, will, I think, be manifest, when you recollect that I offered 
an amendment to the resolution under which you act ; the object of 
which was to invest the Committee with authority to allow the wit- 
nesses to be cross-examined, and also to allow witnesses to be produced 
in support of the charges against Bishop Doane, and that said amend- 
ment was rejected ; and when you further recollect that I objected to 
a Committee composed wholly of Bishop Doane's creditors or friends^ 
without allowing the minority to be in any way represented in said 
Committee. I am, very respectfully, 

To Hon. D. B. Btall. Your obedient servant, 

W. Halsted. 



No. 3. 

Beverlyy June 7th, 1852. 
Dear Sir : — 

A presentment has been made by the proper authorities, who will 
examine the matter in due time, and therefore I do not recognize the 
authority of the Committee of which you are Chairman, to investigate 
the affairs of Bishop Doane, and therefore shall decline attending or 
producing witnesses before them. 

Yours respectfully, 
To Mr. Btall. Gkue^'C^ekhdn 
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No. 4. 

MourU BJody^ June %dy 1852. 
Dear Sir : — 

Yours of the 31st nit., requesting my attendance at Burlington; on 
Wednesday, the 9th day of June, is at hand. 

In reply, I would say that I recognize the authority of the Com- 
mittee appointed at Newark, on the 27th of May, to investigate 
certain charges against Bishop Doane, but inasmuch as the whole 
matter is now before a proper ecclesiastical tribunal, who will in due 
time investigate the same, I most respectfiilly decline complying with 
your request. 

Bespectftdly yours, &c., 

P. V. COPPUOK. 

To D. B. Byall, Esq., Chairman of Committee of Investigation, 



No. 5. 

AUentown^ June 4:th, 1852. 

Sir: 

I this evening received your notice (dated Freehold, May 31,) as 
Chairman of the Committee appointed at the late Diocesan Convention 
to investigate charges made against the Bishop of this Diocese, and 
requesting me to attend a meeting of said Committee. With senti- 
ments of the greatest respect for yourself and the i other gentlemen 
who compose that body, permit me to say that I do not recognize the 
authority of the Committee to investigate, nominated at the Conven- 
tion held at Newark, on the SiYth of May last. 

A presentment has been made by three Bishops to the proper 
tribunal, before which I shall be ready to appear. 

Your ob't servant, 

Bennington Gill. 

To D. B. Ryall, Esq., Chairman. 
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No. 6. 

Burlingtony June 9 thy 1852. 
Sir: 

Your letter dated June 2d, was handed me in Trenton on Friday 
last, and the same has been laid before the Committee of Investigation 
at their meeting held at this place to-day, and they have directed me 
to make you the following reply to your letter ; that you have notice 
as one of the parties who made the original charges against Bishop 
Doane, and if you are counsel for any of the parties interested, of 
which they are not aware, in that capacity also. That whether you 
attend as party or counsel, you will be allowed to cross-examine the 
witnesses produced on the part of the accused, and to produce wit- 
nesses against him, if you see fit. That the evidence of the witnesses 
on both sides will be taken down in writing and reported to the Con- 
vention. That they intend to notify all persons, as far as they can, 
who are named in the charges, to come forward and give their evi- 
dence j and as to whether in any event, they will seek evidence 
further than that, they cannot now state. 

The Committee have adjourned to this place, until Monday the 14th 
inst., at 11 o'clock, A. M. 

By order of the Committe, 

Daniel B. Kyall, 

Chairman, 

To Wm. Halsted. 



No. 7. 
Notice to parties of adjourned meeting of Committee. 



No. 8. 

PhUadelphiay June Wthy 1852. 
Sir: 

I have received this morning through the Post Office, a printed note, 
dated " Diocese of New Jersey, Burlington, June 10th, 1852,'* and 
subscribed with your name as Chairman, "by order of the GooNxaa^ywl' 
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to which it referred. The note informs me that "the Committee 
appointed by the last annual Diocesan Convention of New Jersey, 
held at Newark, on the 26th and 27th days of May, 1852, to make 
a full investigation of all the charges contained in a paper, in the 
nature of a presentment, signed by the Right Rev. Bishops of Vir- 
ginia, Maine and Ohio, against the Right Rev. George Washington 
Poane, Bishop of this Diocese, and laid on the table of said Conven- 
tion, will hold an adjourned meeting at the City Hall, (late Lyceum,) 
in the City of Burlington, on Monday, the 14th day of June, 1852, 
at 11 o'clock, A. M., for the purpose of attending to the duties of 
their appointment/^ — of which the printed note further informs me 
that I thereby have notice, and requests me to attend at said meeting, 
<<with such evidence as I have, or know of, touching such charges, 
that the same may be examined and investigated by said Committee.**. 

No copy of the paper referred to, containing the charges, has been 
sent to me with the notice, and no such copy is in my possession^ 
but I have seen a printed paper purporting to be a copy of " a com- 
munication from William Halsted, Caleb Perkins, Peter V. Coppuck, 
and Bennington Gill, to the Bishops of Virginia, Ohio, and Maine/' 
containing certain charges against Bishop Doane, and I have also seen 
a printed paper purporting to be a copy of a presentment by the said 
three Bishops against Bishop Doane ; and presuming that the oc^ies 
I have seen were true copies of the originals, and that one of them 
was a true copy of the paper your notice refers to, I reply to your 
notice and request as follows : 

In regard to the specific matters charged against Bishop Doane in 
both these papers, excepting those which include my name, I have no 
evidence to give. My information in regard to the matters specifically 
charged, is, with that exception, derived from hearsay. 

In regard to the charges which include my name, I deem it proper 
to say, that the communication of them by the four laymen to the 
three Bishqps, was without my privity or previous knowledge ; and 
the same is true of the presentment. Several years ago. Bishop 
Doane made an unauthorized use of my name, and I repudiated his act, 
and vindicated myself against it, in the manner I saw fit ; but in the 
existing prosecution before the Bishops of the Church, and also in 
the investigation by your Committee, I am neither the accuser of 
Bishop Doane as to this matter, nor his excuser. I stand, where at 
least, in regard to a commission of inquiry, I have a right to stand, — 
io the position where the matter was left by the parties. 

Reserving myself altogether as to my future answer, if I shall be 
called to give evidence before the Tribunal to which the presentment 
has been made, my answer to the Committee since appointed for the 
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investigation of the charges against Bishop Doane, is^ that I do not 
deem it my duty to attend at the meeting of which I have received 
notice. 

I remain^ respectfully, Sir, 

Your obedient servant, 

HOR. BiNNEY. 

To D. B. Ryall, Esq., Chairman. 



No. 9. 



A letter from Rev. Mr. Stubbs, excusing his presence on account 
of sickness in his family : but, as he afterwards appeared, it is omitted. 



No. 10. 

June Uth, 1852. 
Djbab Sib: 

Tour notice of the 10th inst. was duly received, and witli all due 
deference I beg leave to say that I cannot recognize the power of the 
honorable Committee, of which you have the honor to be Chairman, to 
call on me to give evidence on charges contained in a paper, said in 
your notice to be in the nature of a presentment made by the Bishops 
of Virginia, Maine, and Ohio, without in any way informing me what 
those charges are. Moreover, I do not think I have any thing to do 
with charges made in a presentment against Bishop Doane by the 
Bishops of Virginia, Maine, and Ohio, unless it is to give evidence 
when called upon by those Bishops, or a tribunal appointed in pur- 
suance of such presentment, and I hold myself ready to appear before 
such a tribunal at any time, and give evidence of what I know of all 
and every of the charges contained in such presentment, and which 
tribunal I understand will convene in October next. For the reasons 
above urged, and others which might be given, I most respectfully 
decline appearing before your honorable body. 

Yours very respectfully, 

MiCHAXL Hays. 

To D. B. Byall, Esq., Chairman of Committee. 
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No. 11. 

Locust Hall, June 14, 1852. 
Dear Sir : 

Your note of the 10th inst. came to hand this afternoon — of course 
too late for my attendance ; but independent of this, you are not 
organized according to the civil tribunals of the land, to compel or 
examine witnesses. As a matter of course, I shall not volunteer in 
Church matters. 

Yours most respectfully, 

John Black. 
Daniel B. Kyall, Esq , Chairman, 



No. 12. 

Trenton Bank, June 12, 1852. 
Dear Sir:. 

I have received a notice that a Committee would meet at Burling- 
ton on the 14th proximo, with reference to the taking of evidence in 
the matter of the Rt. Rev. G. W. Doane, D.D. 

Our Institution have had no transactions with Bishop Doane which 
require any investigation. The only loan made by this Bank to Bishop 
Doane, has been t6 the amount of one thousand dollars, which has 
been gradually reduced, according to a mutual agreement, to $152 35. 

I can truly say, that so far as this Bank has had business transac- 
tions with Bishop Doane, they have been fair, prompt, and every way 
satisfactory. We have no reason to cast a shade upon his Christian 
character. 

Yours respectfully, 

Thomas J. Strtker, Cashier, 

To Daniel B. Ryall, Esq., Chairman, 



No. 13. 

Trenton^ June 14, 1852. 
To D. B. Ryall, Chairman ) 
o/ Committee o/ Investigation, J 
Sir: 

Your communication on behalf of the Committee, was received on 
Friday last. Although I do not consider myself a party to the proceed- 
ings before the Committee, nor as counsel for any party to such pro- 
ceedings, and do not acknowledge the authority of the Convention in 
any way to interfere with the presentment already made by the three 
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Bishops"; yet inasmuch as the Bishop has in his "Protest and Appeal*' 
accused me of making " false, calumnious^ and malignant representa- 
tions'' against him, and your investigations may have some tendency 
to prove or disprove the truth of the Bishop's accusation, I feel that I 
should be justified in attending the examination for the purpose of 
cross-examining the witnesses who may be produced on the part of 
Bishop Doane, were it in my power to do so. But professional en- 
gagements will prevent my attendance at any time this week^ and 
probably the next week also. I have taken the liberty of suggesting 
the names of some witnesses, who if the Committee will take the 
trouble to examine, will, I think, throw light upon the subject. 
But I decline producing any witnesses myself. 

I am respectfully, 

Your obedient servant, 

W. Halsted. 

P. S. The names of the witnesses will be found in the paper here- 
with enclosed. 

W. H. 



No. 14. 

The names furnished with the foregoing letter, all of whom, that 
are alive, were summoned, were — 



Horace Binney, 

William Mcllvaine, 

E. E. Bottdinot, 

Michael Hays, 

John Black, 

Dr. J. J. Spencer, 

George Graskill, 

Joseph Deacon, 

Joseph Deacon's daughter, 

Cashier of Medford Bank, 

Rev. R. J. Germain, 

Rev. Mr. Sherman, 

John McHenry, 

Rev. A. Stubbs, 

Rev. J. Chapman; 

Joseph Marsh, 

Mr. Button, 

Mr. Page, 

John C. Haines, 

John Rodgers. 



Rev. Herman Hooker, 
Joseph L. Wright, 
George Zantzinger, 
Mrs. S. C. Robardett, 
Cashier of Trenton Bank, 
Cashier of Bucks County Bank, 
Cashier of Camden Bank, 
Cashier of Bank of N. America, 
Cashier of Princeton Bank, 
Cashier of Morristown Bank, 
Cashier of People' s Bk. of Patterson, 
Mrs^C. Lippincott, 
Charles Woolman, 
William B. Price, 
Richard S. Field, 
Mrs. A. C. Winslow, 
Wm. H. Carse, and wife. 
Rev. Samuel Starr, 
And sundry documents, books of 
Banks, &g. 
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No. 15. 

To Daniel B. RyaU, Esq., Chairman of the Committee of the Diocemn 
Convention of New Jersey y in session at the City JEaU, 

Burlington^ June 22, 1852. 

Sir: 

Not being in possession of any evidence touching the charges against 
Bishop Doane contained in the presentment to which your circular 
notice of the 15th instant refers, I must respectfully decline complying 
with your request to attend at this or any other meeting of the In- 
vestigating Committee. 

With esteem, I am 

Tour obedient servant, 

W. McIlvaine. 



No. 16. 

Perth Amhoy, June 20th, 1852. 
Pear Sir: 

Last Saturday afternoon I received your note of the 15th inst., in 
which you request me to attend a meeting of the Committee of which 
you are Chairman, "with such evidence as you have, or know of, 
touching the charges against Bishop Doane.'' I have no evidence 
against him, and know of none, except in the matter of the E/Cv. Mr. 
Stubbs, Treasurer of the Episcopal Society. The Bishop in his 
answer to the first of the charges brought against him by the four 
laymen, states, that he was the bearer of a letter from me to Mr. 
Stubbs, containing $1000. In this matter the Bishop is in error, as 
the money amounting to $1500, which I had as late Treasurer of 
the Episcopal Society, to pay over to Mr. Stubbs, had been deposited 
in the Commercial Bank of New Jersey as long as two weeks before 
!pishop Doane and Mr. Stubbs were in Perth Amboy, on the 10th 
day of October, 1848, and th^re remained until about 2 o'clock on 
that day. The Bishop left my house at half-past one o'clock, to take 
dinner with the Hon. James Parker. Mr. Stubbs was invited to dine 
at the same house, and after the Bishop was gone, staid with me a few 
minutes to make an arrangement respecting his receipt of the money, 
about which nothing was said while the Bishop was present. I agreed 
with Mr. Stubbs that I should draw the $1500 out of the Bank while 
be left me to take his dinner, and that he should call for it at my 
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house immediately after dinner. This arrangement was carried into 
effect. Mr. Stubbs received $1500, for which I have his receipt, and 
left me immediately. I did not see the Bishop again, and cotxld 
know nothing abont any arrangement between him and Mr. Stubbs 
gard to the disposal of the money. 

You will please to excuse my attendance at Burlington, as I cannot 
leave home this week, and have nothing to communicate of any con- 
sequence except to correct the mistake of the Bishop. I have had no 
communication whatever with any one of the four laymen, or of the 
three Bishops ; and have wished, and do still wish, to have no part in 
the unhappy controversy. I was asked by many persons whether I 
had put the money into the hands of the Bishop in the way that he 
stated in his answer to the charges of the four laymen, and as an 
honest man had to correct the mistake, and to vindicate myself from 
the censure of many persons. My correction of the mistake must 
have been communicated to the laymen or Bishops, by some person 
who made inquiry of me In two cases inquiry was made by letters 
received by the mail, from particular friends who wished to relieve me 
from the censure which they presumed that I did not deserve, as they 
knew my ways of doing business. If you have any interrogatories to 
make of me, please to send them by the mail, I will answer them 
without delay, according to my ability. 

With due respect, 

I am yours, 

J. Chapman, 
Late Treasurer of the Episcopal Society y dec. 



No. 17. 

Eastridge, .Newarh, June 22c?, 1852. 

Hon. D. B. Ryall, Chairman, &c., 

Dear Sib: 

I have received, this afternoon, under postmark "June 18," and 
date "June 15," a notice from " the Committee appointed by the last 
Annual Diocesan Convention of New Jersey, to make a full investiga- 
tion," &c., &c., advising me that said Committee wouH " hold an ad- 
journed meeting in the City of Burlington, on Tuesday the 22d day 
of June, at 9 o'clock, A. M., for the purpose of attending to the 
duties of their appointment ;" and being " respectfully requested to 
attend at said meeting with such evidence as I have; or know of/ 
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touching such charges^ that the same may be examined and investi- 
gated by said Committee." I hereby turn my page^ to say, briefly 
and respectfully, in reply, that the imdue receipt of said notice pre- 
cludes the necessity of assigning any further reason for my non- 
attendance. 

With assurances of my personal regard to the individuals composing 
your Committee, 

I am, Sir, , 

Yours most sincerely, 

Henry B. Sherman. 



No. 18 



Mechanics and Manufacturers^ Bank, 

Trenton, July 7, 1852. 
Daniel B. Ryall, Esq., Chairmany &c. 
My dear sir : 

In answer to the inquiry in your letter, respecting the character of 
the business transactions of Bishop Doane with this Institution, I can 
without any hesitation declare that it has always been entirely satis- 
factory. 

BetwiBcn the years 1839 and 1849, we discounted a large amount 
of notes, with various endorsements, for the Bishop, and there was 
not in any instance a failure to pay at maturity. During the period 
above mentioned, this Bank collected, for the Mechanic's Bank of 
Burlington, the checks given by the Bishop on various Banks in the 
Eastern part of this State, and I do not recollect one instance in which 
there was a refusal to pay. 

Yours respectfully, 

T. Abbott, President 



No. 19. 

Eastridgey Newark, July 2, 1852. 
My dear sir : 

Yours of 24th ult. has been received, notifying me of an adjourned 
meeting of the Committee of our last Convention, appointed to inves- 
tigate, etc., to be held at Burlington; on the 7th inst.^ and requesting 
my attendance. 
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I am constrained to. decline attending on ttiat occasion; by the two 
following reasons : 

1. That <^ all the charges contained in a paper/' to which reference 
is made; are in progress towards adjudication before the proper tribu- 
nal; to whose authority in the premises I defer; and for whose cogni- 
zance I must reserve any information I may communicate touching 
the same or any part of them. 

2. That the action of your Committee; in their investigation; is re- 
stricted to the specific matters charged in that document; and that 
any other material which might be produced; would be inadmissible. 

With renewed assurances of my high regard to the individual gentle- 
men composing your Committee; 

I remain; my dear sir; 

Yours most truly, 
Henry Beers Sherman. 
Hon. Daniel B. B-yalL; Chairman of Committee^ (Sec. 



No. 20. 

\Thi8 letter wa^ received too late to he laid before the Committee.'^ 

Holland Patent^ July Wth^ 1852. 
Daniel B. RyalL; Esq., . 

Dear sir: 

Up to the time of Bishop Doane's failure; in 1849, 1 had no ac- 
quaintance with Michael Hays or Joseph Deacon. On the day of 
"sale" I had a good deal of conversation with Mr. DeacoU; in which 
he expressed himself very strongly in the Bishop's favour; and de- 
clared that he had the highest confidence that he — the Bishop — ^would 
ultimately come out right ; in which view we were both agreed. So 
far as I now remember (and I think I remember correctly), he was 
severe upon those who were disposed to be harsh with Bishop Doane. 
With regard to the above I have no doubt. Michael Hays, in April, 
after the failure, in a conversation I had with him, said that he had 
confidence in Bishop Doane's honesty. It may be proper to state 
here that the conversation was protracted, and that in the beginning 
he made some hasty angry declarations which before the close he re- 
tracted entirely, and said kind things of the Bishop. Subsequently, 
On various occasions, I conversed with Mr. Hays, and the result was 
always as stated above. 

With respect to Bishop Doane's exertions to sustain himself in his 
undertakings for the Hall and College, I am intimately acquainted 
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with tbem^ from tlie time I entered an my duties in connection with 
the College. I never knew any thing like them. I have the firmest 
conviction that but few men would have been capable of doing as he 
did. If it be not out of place, I would say now as I often said to him, 
nothing but very strong faith in Grod could have sustained him in 
what he well termedj ^ Daily Crucifi^tion.*^ I have no language ade- 
quately to express my admiration of the Bishop's doing and suffering 
for these great enterprises of and for the Church ; I may say my con- 
fidence is /uU, In this connection I would say that to meet all, he 
not only laboured night and day ; but he subjected himself to many 
privations, that the poorest man would not think of doing. 

As to what led to the failure I would not venture an opinion, as 
the matter is too complicated for me. 

During my residence in Burlington, so far as I know, men had con- 
fidence in the Bishop's integrity, whatever they might have thought 
of his business movements. Of this I could judge, I think, correctly, 
as I was making purchases on a large scale constantly in his name ; 
and I did it generally without trouble. 

Of motives I have nothing to say. My opinion may, from what I 
have said, be gathered. I am convinced that all who know the cir- 
cumstances will acquit the Bishop, when charged with mercenary 
motives. A hypocrite may for a short time bear up under a heavy 
load, looking to selfishness ; but he will not give up means, ease, 
jpleasure, health, and character, which is before life. If all should take 
the ground that any other motive than that of doing good influenced 
Bishop Doane, I must dissent from their opinions. 

This aims to answer the questions put to me. I am afraid it is not 
what it might, be full enough ; and being present and asked questions 
my memory would be sharpened much more than in writing. I shall 
be happy at any future time to answer any questions that I may be 
able. 

I must not forget to state that I did not receive your letter until to- 
day. 

With high respect, I remain very truly yours, 

J. W. Bradin. 
. State of New York, Oneida County, ss. 

On this twelfth day of July 1852, before me, the subscriber, a Jus- 
tice of the Peace, of the town of Trenton, in said county, appeared J. 
W. Bradin, above named, and made oath and subscribed to the truth 
of the foregoing statement by him made. 

Wm. Ralph, 
Justice of the Peace, 
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EXHIBIT A. 

A certified abstract from the docket of John Rodgers, Notary 
PubKc, showing all the notes of the Rt. Rev. G. W. Doane, protested 
by him.— 5 pages. 

EXHIBIT B. 

The ori^al statement of the debts and assets of the Rt. Rev. G. 
W. Doane^ made up by R. B. Aerteen^ and laid before a meetang of 
creditors; held on ilie second day of March; 1849. And which formed 
the basis of the statement attached to the deed of assignment^ March 
26th, 1849.— 11 pages. 

EXHIBIT C. 

The minutes of a meeting of creditors held at Riverside, on the 2d 
of March, 1849. Thomas Milnor, Chairman, and H. O. Sharpless, 
Secretary } when the proposal of the Rt Rev. G-. W. Doane, to transfer 
the entire management of the financial department of the two institu* 
tions, under his charge, to Messrs. Ogden, Garthwaite and Aertsen, 
for the sole benefit of all his creditors^ was accepted by those present. 

EXHIBIT D. 

The original deed of transfer referred to in exhibit G., together with 
the acceptance of the same by Messrs. Ogden, Garthwaite and Aertsen ; 
also a covenant, signed by thirty-eight creditors, not to institnte or 
carry on any suit against the Rt. Rev. G. W. Doane, provided the 
proposed arrangement be effected. — 4 pages. 

EXHIBIT E. 

Deed of assignment, dated March 26th, 1849, ^th scheduk* 
property and list of creditors, with affidavits attached, dated 
29th, 1849.— 13 pages. 
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EXHIBIT F. 

Philadelphia, June 2\st, 1852. 
Rt. Rev. G. W. Doan^i, D.D. LL. D. 

Dear Bishop. — ^Receiving, as I did, a notice of the sitting of the 
Committee appointed by the Convention of the Church, in New 
Jersey, to examine charges affecting you, I write to you, lest my 
non-appearance before them should be liable to any unjust con- 
struction. 

I will try to state the facts as I understand them, without argu- 
ment or inference. 

You purchased some books of me for your parish library, amounting 
altogether, I think, to about fifty dollars. You requested me to 
charge them to you ] which I was ready enough to do. I think it was 
something like a year before your assignment. When that event was 
published, remembering that the books were for the parish library, 
and thinking perhaps the Church was bound to pay for them, I wrot^ 
to Mr. Milnor, Treasurer, as I understood, of the Vestry. I did this, 
not willing at the time to add to your troubles, by calling your atten- 
tion to it. Mr. Milnor replied, in substance, that the money had been 
put in your hands to purchase the books, and the books had been 
placed in the library for the same ; saying he thought the facts had 
passed from your mind, and desiring me to write to you ; which I 
did soon after, but received no reply from you, and there the matter 
has rested. I knew you bad many cares, and thought it quite 
probable you had forgotten the circumstance. 

I am owing you now, and as you have requested me to consider the 
debt paid, and said it had been your wish and intention so to pay it, 
I have no further claim against you, and feel entirely satisfied with 
the result. Hoping you may thus rise out of all your difficulties and 
trials, I am, very truly, your friend, 

H. Hooker. 

EXHIBIT G. 

Certificate from Clerk of the Court, dated March 10th, 1847, 
showing amount of incumbrance on property mortgaged to Mrs. Sarah 
C. Robardett. 

EXHIBIT H. 

Certificate of Surrogate of the county, showing that the Rt. Rev. G. 
W. Doane was appointed guardian to Geo. D. Winslow, during the 
November Term of 1840. ^ 
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EXHIBIT I. 

Document purporting to be a series of charges preferred against the 
Bishop of New Jersey, by the four laymen, dated August, 1851, and 
presented to the Bishops of Virginia, Haiue aud Ohio ; together with 
an affidavit of Michael Hays. — 16 pages. 

EXHIBIT J- 
Pastoral letter published by Bey. A. 8tubb8.'--*13 pages. 

EXHIBIT K. 

Bishop Doane's Protest, Appeal and Beply,«^2 pages* 

EXHIBIT h. 

The Vendue Book of assignees of the Bt. Bev, Q, W. Boane 
showing particulars* of sale of personal property, held on the 18th of 
April, 1849 ; comprising 49 pages foolscap paperj and containing 
nearly 1800 separate lots. 

The foregoing, from A. to Jj., are generally long documents, the 
publication of which entire, would only unnecessarily add to the bulk 
and expense of this Journal. It has tiierefore been thought sufficient 
to describe them, as above. 
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